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NOMINATION ON HON. MIKE POMPEO
TO BE SECRETARY OF STATE

THURSDAY, APRIL 12, 2018

U.S. SENATE,
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS,
Washington, DC.

The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 10:18 a.m., in Room
SD-419, Dirksen Senate Office Building, Hon. Bob Corker, chair-
man of the committee, presiding.

Present: Senators Corker [presiding], Risch, Rubio, Johnson,
Flake, Gardner, Young, Barrasso, Isakson, Portman, Paul, Menen-
dez, Cardin, Shaheen, Coons, Udall, Murphy, Kaine, Markey,
Merkley, and Booker.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. BOB CORKER,
U.S. SENATOR FROM TENNESSEE

The CHAIRMAN. The Senate Foreign Relations Committee will
come to order. I want to thank everybody for their interest and our
committee members for being here.

If I could just do two housekeeping measures while Senator Burr,
Senator Roberts, and Senator Dole are making their way in, hope-
fully very quickly, I would like to say two things.

I know we have a number of people that we love here who some-
times like to protest.

Good to see you. Thank you for waving. [Laughter.]

The CHAIRMAN. I, in the past, have been able to cause people
who are arrested to be un-arrested, but that has ended. So please
don’t do anything that causes us to have to call you out of order,
because the process, once it starts, cannot be stopped anymore.

So we thank you for being here. We thank you for being consid-
erate and respectful of people who are here today besides yourself.

Secondly, we had planned to have a markup on the AUMF on
Thursday. The minority has asked that we delay that markup for
a few days as they consider it a little bit more fully. So it will be
likely that we will do the AUMF markup instead of next Thursday
sometime early in the next week. And we will be releasing the doc-
uments relative to that on Friday. But we thank you all for your
continued work on this issue.

Senator MENENDEZ. Mr. Chairman, may I make a remark?

The CHAIRMAN. Yes.

Senator MENENDEZ. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate you taking a lit-
tle more time on the AUMF, because as we speak, we do not have
a final version. So in order to give members time on one of the
most important votes they ever take, which is the Authorization for
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the Use of Military Force, I think members want a considered ap-
proach.

I would urge the chair to consider, once he has a final version,
not only to share it with us but also to consider the possibility of
a singular hearing on that specific AUMF, and then that would
give members an informed opportunity to develop whatever views
they have on it, what votes they might want to take, and what
amendments they might want to offer.

But I appreciate in the first instance giving the time for the pur-
pose.

The CHAIRMAN. Absolutely. Sure. And I think you know we were
prepared to release it today. We will probably wait until tomorrow.
Maybe what we do, with consultation with you, is consider having
that hearing next Thursday instead and then having the markup
to follow.

But, obviously, this has been something we all have discussed for
many, many, many years.

With that, we have three distinguished Senators here who have
other things to do. We typically would give our opening comments
first from the dais, but out of respect for their time and who they
are, we would like for them to go ahead and give their comments,
and then we will move back to regular order.

Again, we thank you all for being here. I do not know what order
you would like to start, but it sounds like we are starting with Sen-
ator Roberts.

STATEMENT OF HON. PAT ROBERTS,
U.S. SENATOR FROM KANSAS

Senator ROBERTS. Thank you, Chairman Corker, Ranking Mem-
ber Menendez, and distinguished members of the committee. It is
an honor to be here today in support of my Kansas friend and col-
league Mike Pompeo as the President’s nominee for Secretary of
State.

For more than a decade, I have known Mike, first as a friend and
a business leader, then a congressional colleague, and most re-
cently as the leader of our intelligence community.

At home, Kansas knows Mike as a family man, a devoted hus-
band to Susan and father to Nick, both of whom are here. I know
how proud you are.

They know him as a man of integrity and honesty, of hard work
and perseverance. He built a successful business, understood the
responsibility of maintaining a payroll, and helped to bring job
growth and prosperity to Wichita, Kansas.

They know him to have Kansas common sense and to be
plainspoken, to tell it like it is. Senator Dole and I might share just
a little bit of that, too.

They know him as a statesman, a man who listens to others, who
works well with people, and who can negotiate solutions in a very
effective manner.

Given these qualities, I believe that Mike Pompeo’s next chal-
lenge in this troubled and tumultuous world is perhaps a challenge
for which he is best suited. As our Nation’s most senior diplomat,
Mike will be forthright. He will be forceful. He will be thoughtful.
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He will give the President and those of us in Congress candid coun-
sel. He will be a man of his word. It is in his DNA.

Just look at his bio. Mike is Army strong. He graduated at the
top of his class at West Point and then served as a cavalry officer,
patrolling the Iron Curtain before the fall of the Berlin Wall. He
later joined the 2nd Squadron, 7th Cavalry in the Fourth Infantry
Division.

After completing his military service, Mike attended Harvard
Law School where he was an editor of the Harvard Law Review.
Mike understands the law.

After practicing law, Mike returned to his mother’s roots in south
central Kansas, running several very successful businesses in
Wichita before running for Congress in 2010.

He came to Washington with a very strong desire to serve the
people of the 4th District and the rest of our State and to make
a difference. He sought a seat on the House Intelligence Committee
at a time when intelligence-gathering methods were under fire, be-
fore he went on to lead the Central Intelligence Agency.

As T told my good friend and chairman, Richard Burr, and my
colleagues on the Intelligence Committee just last year, Mike
Pompeo understands and respects the role of Congress and the
need for vigorous oversight.

I say to those who serve our country here and in Washington and
at diplomatic posts around the world, Mike Pompeo will work hard
to earn your trust.

He will seek to build bridges, to rely upon expertise, to debate
and discuss, but always—always—with respect. Whether it is man-
aging crises in Syria or North Korea, complex relationships with
Russia or China, or humanitarian disasters in Myanmar or Yemen,
Mike will represent American ideals and values backed by the
strength of leadership of the free world.

History has shown us time and again that we cannot sit back
and wait, given the most serious challenges we face in the world
and the role that our Nation plays.

Whenever there is a void, the world pays a price. [Disturbance
in hearing room.]

The CHAIRMAN. Senator Roberts, I am sure that happens regard-
ing soybeans in the Ag Committee often. [Laughter.]

Senator ROBERTS. It may happen with me and the President
when I talk to him about all of the tariffs that we are going to talk
about this morning. [Laughter.]

Senator ROBERTS. I was right in the middle of the best part, too.
[Laughter.]

Senator ROBERTS. I said, wherever there is a void, the world pays
a price. I guess we just did.

Wherever there is a void, the world pays a price. We need Mike
Pompeo at the State Department, and we need him now. It is my
fervent hope that this committee and the full Senate will proceed
with a swift confirmation for the President’s nominee.

I know that Mike Pompeo will serve us proudly. It is now a privi-
lege and an honor to turn to my mentor, my friend, and recent
Congressional Gold Medal recipient, Senator Bob Dole.
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STATEMENT OF HON. BOB DOLE,
FORMER U.S. SENATOR FROM KANSAS

Senator DOLE. Well, nice to see all you people up there. I cannot
see very well, so you look good. [Laughter.]

N The CHAIRMAN. You look very good, and we are glad to have you
ere.

Senator DOLE. Well, one thing about Mike Pompeo, and I want
to welcome Susan and Nick, he will hit the ground running. He
knows the territory. He knows the people.

I got acquainted with him as CIA Director, so he is ready to go,
and he will be our top diplomat.

What we would like to urge is quick confirmation, because he is
needed by the President and the rest of us who live in this wonder-
ful country.

But Mike Pompeo, I don’t know, he is just a brilliant guy, at the
top of his class at West Point, a businessman, a congressman, a fa-
ther, a husband. And all those things added up with the experience
he has, he is ready to go.

And we thank you for holding this hearing.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you so much, and all of us are thrilled to
have you here, and I am so glad you were honored the way you
were recently in the Capitol. Thank you for sharing your time with
us.

Senator Burr, who chairs the Intelligence Committee.

STATEMENT OF HON. RICHARD BURR,
U.S. SENATOR OF NORTH CAROLINA

Senator BURR. Mr. Chairman, Ranking Member, and to my col-
leagues, the advantage to going last for any nominee is you have
heard everything about that nominee. And then there is Mike
Pompeo, because the story goes on past that.

I think one has to ask what makes a great leader, and what you
have heard is a personal story about Mike Pompeo that I think, in
anybody’s checklist, if you saw those things, you would say, here
is a great candidate. Here is a great nominee. West Point as a
teenager, first in his class. A military leader. A lawyer from Har-
vard, picked for the Harvard Law Review. Successful business.
Served three terms representing people from Kansas. And when
asked, responded and took, I think, the toughest job at the tough-
est time, and that was Director of the CIA.

Now, during his confirmation hearing, I asked Mike to lead the
CIA in an ethical, moral, and legal manner. And I am here to tell
you that he did exactly that. Mike has honorably represented and
aggressively supported the employees of the CIA.

And I think what we need right now is an individual that can
bond those great diplomats within the State Department while car-
rying out the message of this administration’s policies abroad.

Mike has been responsive, and he has been transparent with the
Intelligence Committee, and, more importantly, he has always spo-
ken the truth.

Mike’s intellectual rigor, his honorable service, and his out-
standing judgment make him a natural fit for the Department of
State.
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Now, what I want you to take away from this is Mike Pompeo
is a good man. And I want to ask you, and I want to ask all our
colleagues in the Senate, if there is ever one where you put politics
aside, here it is. Mike exemplifies talent.

And I think when we look at nominees who we are sent by an
administration, we look for somebody that we are proud of. We look
for somebody that has the talent to do the job correctly. I would
suggest to you that Mike Pompeo represents everything that we
pray in a nominee that they would have. And that as we go for-
ward, we have an opportunity to say to those young people around
this country who one day want to give back to their country that,
yes, your background does matter. We want the best. We want the
brightest. We want the ones that are most committed to do it. And
we have an opportunity in Mike Pompeo to select and to confirm
an individual that I think speaks for generations to come.

I thank the committee for their indulgence.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. We thank you, all three of you. We appreciate
having people that we respect so much here before us. We know
that you have other business to take care of. You are welcome to
stay, but you cannot stay there. [Laughter.]

The CHAIRMAN. So we will bring the witness forward.

While we are reorganizing—and, Senator Dole, again, thank you
for being here—I want to recognize the fact that Ambassador
Haley, I think, is joining us. I have not been able to see her yet
in the audience. Thank you for being here.

Director Mike Pompeo, we welcome you here today, and we
thank you for your willingness to serve our country yet again, this
time in the role of Secretary of State. We are also glad that your
family is here with you, and we extend our thanks to them for the
sacrifices that your service requires of them.

You have been nominated by the President at a very important
time in our Nation’s history. Our country’s standing in the world
has been on the decline over the past decade or more, and that cer-
tainly continues.

Throughout the 20th century, our allies viewed the United States
as a reliable partner and a source of stability, a friend whose ideals
and leadership made our world a better place. Unfortunately,
today, we are not counted on as we once were.

The chasm between what our leaders say and the actions that
they take can have a devastating impact. I think about where Syria
would be today had we done what we said in 2013 when the oppo-
sition posed a significant threat to the regime. Assad crossed the
red line, used chemical weapons, and we did nothing. The loss of
momentum was palpable. Our inconsistencies have created vacu-
unlls that are being eagerly filled by those who do not share our
values.

When the leader of our country speaks with the full might of the
most powerful military the world has ever known behind him, he
must choose his words carefully.

His words and actions have global ramifications and send a sig-
nal to both our foes and allies regarding our level of commitment
to longstanding alliances, our desire for beneficial trade relation-
ships, and our very belief in the ideals we claim to embody.
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But while at times the President may act or speak impulsively,
we have also seen that good counsel has led the President to
evolve, from my perspective, to a much better place on a number
of important issues.

I believe the next Secretary of State must continue to provide
such counsel, even when it is difficult.

If confirmed, you must continue to provide advice to the Presi-
dent that allows him to view a given situation holistically and not
make decisions that focus on the impact to one domestic group or
foreign government.

Any President has numerous voices from both inside and outside
the White House vying for his attention. An effective Secretary of
State must be able to prioritize the issues for the President and at-
tempt to drown out the noise and chaos that can so often distract
and bog down the leader of the free world from making sound and
informed decisions.

I know that you have developed a close relationship with the
President, and I believe that relationship could well serve you, if
you are confirmed as Secretary of State.

However, many strong voices have been terminated or resigned.
That is why I think it is fair for our members to ask whether your
relationship is rooted in a candid, healthy, give-and-take dynamic,
or whether it is based on a deferential willingness to go along to
get along.

Americans often think of the Secretary of State solely in his or
her capacity as our chief diplomat, racing around the world to
broker compromise, prevent war, or negotiate treaties. And no
doubt, your success as a diplomat, as you well know, is key to keep-
ing our men and women in uniform that we treasure so much out
of harm’s way.

While all of that is true, this position also requires the person
occupying the office to be every bit a manager as a diplomatic
envoy. The Secretary must effectively manage multibillion dollar
budgets and a workforce of tens of thousands. This is the part of
the job that isn’t flashy and doesn’t usually get much media atten-
tion, but it is just as important as any other aspect of the Sec-
retary’s duties.

In order to execute foreign policy effectively, the Secretary must
have a fully functional department behind him. During your tenure
at the CIA, you demonstrated that you understand the need for
having a functioning workforce. I am hopeful that, if confirmed,
you will make it a priority to fill those key positions and to work
to earn the trust of the career public servants in both the depart-
ment’s foreign and civil service.

Not only will the next Secretary of State have to adapt to a
unique decision-making process and have significant management
issues to tackle, but there are also numerous crucial policy issues
around the world that must be addressed.

While the obstacles we face are daunting, they are by no means
insurmountable.

The history of American foreign policy is filled with Secretaries
of State who have changed the world for the better in the face of
adversity. In fact, those who have gone down in history as great
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are those who dealt with the greatest challenges. When faced with
what seemed like impossible odds, they rose to the occasion.

That is what, when we are at our best, we do as Americans. And
it is my hope that you will do the same, if confirmed.

Examining a nominee to be Secretary of State is one of the most
solemn duties of this committee. You will be asked many questions
about the policy issues facing our Nation and your vision for the
Department of State.

Thank you again for your willingness to serve, and I look forward
to your testimony and answers.

And with that, I will turn to our distinguished ranking member
and my friend, Bob Menendez.

STATEMENT OF HON. BOB MENENDEZ,
U.S. SENATOR FROM NEW JERSEY

Senator MENENDEZ. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Director, congratulations on your nomination and welcome to you
and your family on your second Senate confirmation hearing.

This committee considers your nomination after nearly a year
and a half of reckoning with President Trump’s erratic approach to
foreign policy, which has left our allies confused and our adver-
saries emboldened. It is an approach driven by impulse, not strat-
egy.
President Trump’s America-first policies have left America iso-
lated and alone in the midst of unprecedented challenges, chal-
lenges from an aggressive Russia who seeks to undermine the
international order we helped create after World War II, that has
brought peace and stability to the world for nearly three quarters
of a century; a destabilized Middle East; the ongoing threat of ter-
rorism; an emboldened China asserting itself in the South China
Sea militarily and economically, as well as right here in the West-
ern Hemisphere; Assad, a butcher who has used chemical weapons
against innocent civilians; Maduro tightening his grip on his re-
gime, starving Venezuelans in one of the most oil-rich countries in
the world.

Meanwhile, President Trump has abandoned the very Demo-
cratic values and ideals that have shaped America’s role as a bea-
con to our friends and as a bulwark against a world in crisis.

Now, I was pleased to hear you say earlier this week that you
plan to support the career public servants at the State Department.
The problem is, we have an emaciated State Department under
this administration.

Let me be clear. Members of this committee expect every Sec-
retary of State to champion the department and its mission. We ex-
pect you to advocate for robust diplomacy as the first line of de-
fense against sending our sons and daughters into war. And to do
that, we need a strong diplomatic corps and an A-I-D that com-
pliments and enhances our foreign policy.

Now, as CIA Director, your job was to conduct covert operations,
and collect, evaluate, and provide intelligence to policymakers, in-
cluding the President. As the Secretary of State, you will not be
providing intelligence for other people to use to make policy; you
will be the person executing the foreign policy of the United States
of America. Many countries in the world already think the State
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Department is an extension of the CIA, so how you conduct your-
self moving forward will be critical to our diplomacy.

As the Senate considers your nomination to be the President’s
top foreign policy adviser, we must ask: Will you enable President
Trump’s worst instincts? Will you advocate for long-term strategies
to protect U.S. national security and interests, or will you be lurch-
ing from crisis to crisis, as we have seen under this administration?
Will you advocate for robust diplomacy, or will you take America
into unnecessary and costly wars? Will you stand up to President
Trump and say, no, you are wrong in that view, Mr. President, or
will you be a yes man?

Americans are scared that this President, the commander in
chaos, will lead them into war. This is not a time for taunts and
tweets.

On Russia, the intelligence community and our military leaders
have repeatedly stated that Russia poses ongoing threats to the
United States’ national security and to our allies, yet President
Trump cannot bring himself to even acknowledge the Russian
threat. He says that a court-granted search warrant is an attack
on our country but cannot call out Russian cyberattacks on our de-
mocracy.

We have pushed the President to put together a real strategy to
counter Russian aggression. We urge the President to implement
the mandatory sanctions that Congress overwhelmingly passed and
he has failed to implement.

North Korea poses a real and nuclear threat to the United
States, our citizens, and our allies. The American people are deeply
worried by an erratic President who uses schoolboy taunts when
talking about nuclear war. A meeting is not a strategy. Preventing
nuclear war requires thoughtful diplomacy, preparation, clear ob-
jectives.

Will you enable the voices around the President seeking to go to
war, or will you press for an empowered diplomatic path to protect
the safety of all Americans?

Mr. Director, what is your actual plan to stop North Korea from
getting a nuclear weapon?

Turning to Iran, everyone knows I voted against the Iran nuclear
deal and was vociferous about it, but I also share the assessment
of your counterparts across national security agencies that it does
not serve the United States’ national security interest to unilater-
ally withdraw from the deal absent a strategy for what will replace
it and how to get our allies to join us in countering Iran’s malign
activity outside of the nuclear program and deal with the sunset
issues within the nuclear portfolio.

Once again, this President is hurling toward a crisis. He is cre-
ating unnecessary risks with the very allies we need to confront
Iran.

So I ask again, Mr. Director, what is your plan? Will you be a
voice of reason, or will you support the President’s worst instincts?

If confirmed as the Secretary of State, you will no longer be oper-
ating in the shadows of American foreign policy, but you will be the
face and voice of the United States, the representative not just of
a bombastic President, but of the American people.
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Will you champion our values? When the President embraces dic-
tators who quash the free press or suggests doing away with elec-
tions, will you stay silent? When the President and those closest to
him balk at the very idea of diplomacy and instead advocate unnec-
essary wars that will cost the blood of our children and the treas-
ure of our coffers, will you go along with them? Or, as our Nation’s
top diplomat, will you champion diplomacy and offer actual plans?
Will you stand up to President Trump and advise him differently
when he is wrong, or will you be a yes man?

So, Mr. Director, I look forward to hearing your testimony, and
the answers to these questions and others, as we go.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you, sir.

Director, you have been well backgrounded with the three Sen-
ators who came before us, so I will not do that. But we thank you
for being here. If you could summarize your testimony in about 5
minutes or so, any written documents you have, we will be glad to
enter into the record.

But with that, thank you for being here. We look forward to your
comments.

STATEMENT OF HON. MIKE POMPEO
OF KANSAS, TO BE SECRETARY OF STATE

Mr. PoMPEO. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I am not sure I can do
it in 5 minutes, but I will give it my level best.

The CHAIRMAN. We always try to set a high bar, realizing we are
never going to achieve it.

Mr. PomPEO. Thank you, Chairman Corker. Ranking Member
Menendez, thank you. Thanks for the opportunity to appear here
today as the nominee to be the United States Secretary of State.

I am grateful to each of you for the attention that you have given
us over the past weeks. So many of you have given so much time,
and there are so many global matters before us, I am deeply appre-
ciative of that.

Should I be confirmed, this regular contact will continue. You
can talk to Senator Burr. I worked at that diligently. As a former
Member of Congress, I understand the importance of that contin-
ued relationship and advice that comes from outside of the execu-
tive branch.

I would like to take a moment here, too, to thank Secretary
Tillerson for his service to the United States and his commitment
to a smooth transition, and I would like to thank Secretary Sul-
livan as well, for him serving in the gap.

A personal thank you also to every living former Secretary of
State. They each took my call. They found time to spend. I have
actually talked to many of them multiple times. Democrats and Re-
publicans, from Secretary Kissinger to Secretary Kerry, were kind
enough to visit me and share with me their thoughts on how, if I
gm confirmed, I would most likely be a successful Secretary of

tate.

And if you know me at all, the two people sitting to my right rear
provide my ballast, my balance. Susan keeps the home front hum-
ming and is always there to remind me of family issues that affect
not just the Pompeos but the family issues that affect every officer
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at the Central Intelligence Agency as well. And that keeps me
humble. It keeps my sense of humor alive.

Since I left the private sector and entered public service, they
have had lots of opportunities to tell me to step back, to step away,
but they have not. They have encouraged it. They have promoted
it. And they are incredibly supportive of my efforts to serve Amer-
ica.

A moment here, too, to the men and women of the CIA, to say
that it has been an honor and a privilege and a joy doesn’t do jus-
tice to these past 15 months. I have demanded an awful lot of you.
I have set the expectation bar high. I have pushed responsibility
and authority down to each and every one of you, and along with
that, the required accountability. And you, the warriors of the CIA,
have delivered for America, for President Trump, and for me.

Perhaps the highest compliments of our work come from our ad-
versaries who fear and are in awe of the institution, and from our
partner services around the world who have ask for more training,
more intelligence, more joint operations than ever. To you, if I am
confirmed, this will not be goodbye, because no matter how this
nomination process ends, I will be with you, I will support you, and
I will admire you.

Finally, I want to thank the President for his confidence and
trust in me. My job at the CIA has been to deliver world-class data
and facts to help inform he and the other senior policymakers in
America. I am honored that he selected me to help carry out many
of those same decisions as his chief diplomat.

Senators, if I am confirmed, I will raise my hand and swear an
oath to defend our Constitution for the seventh time in my life. The
first time, I was 18 years old, a West Point cadet. With this oath,
I will swear to defend the exceptionalism enshrined in our Con-
stitution, which provides for our obligation to engage in diplomacy
and model the very best of America to the world.

Make no mistake, America is uniquely blessed, and with those
blessings comes a duty to lead. As I have argued throughout my
time in public service, if we do not lead for democracy, for pros-
perity, and for human rights around the world, who will? No other
Nation is so equipped with the same blend of power and principle.

Two things I want to try to answer for you in the time I have
remaining. Who is Mike Pompeo? And who are his thoughts and
plans to lead our State Department? I am sure we will get to talk
about that some more as well.

I was born in Orange, California. We did not have a whole lot
of money in my family, but I enjoyed school. And my brother and
sister and I, we all had fun learning. When I was a teenager, I was
employee of the month at Baskin Robbins, not once, but twice.
[Laughter.]

Mr. PoMPEO. I am a movie buff. I have a soft spot for my golden
retrievers. I love meatballs that I make from my dad’s recipe. And
I enjoyed being a fifth grade Sunday schoolteacher for kids that
just did not want to sit still.

And although he will dispute this, I can beat my son in cornhole
every day. I love Revolutionary War history, country music, show
tunes, and college basketball.
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But it was my appointment at the United States Military Acad-
emy that changed my life. It was when I traveled, it was the first
time I had ever been east of the Mississippi River.

I have seen some describe my leadership style as blue collar. Fair
enough. I am not afraid to get my hands dirty, and you will seldom
find me ensconced on the senior level of any building. I have no
discomfort with directness or confrontation. I prefer face-to-face as
opposed to email. I do not hold grudges. I work toward a mission.

And I will always make room for student programs and youth
groups. They are what will set our Nation on its correct course.
They are our future.

Just this past Monday, I got to swear in a big group of CIA offi-
cers. It was always a very special moment. This one was very
unique.

Now let me turn to how I intend to work as a Secretary of State,
if I am confirmed.

Throughout my time in Congress and the CIA, I have met hun-
dreds of State Department employees. I know them. And in the
past few weeks, I have had a chance to meet dozens and dozens
more in briefings. To a person, they expressed to me their hope to
be empowered in their roles and to have a clear understanding of
the President’s mission. That will be my first priority.

They have also shared how demoralizing it is to have so many
vacancies and, frankly, many of them said to not feel relevant. I
will do my part to end those vacancies. I will need your help. And
I will work every day to provide dedicated leadership and convey
my faith in their work, their professionalism, just as I have done
with the workforce at the Central Intelligence Agency.

When I took over as Director, the CIA had just completed a mas-
sive restructuring. Immediately after my arrival, I began speaking
at every meeting, every conversation about the agency’s mission. I
talked about commander’s intent. We do these small things that
are called, “Meet with Mike.” Not a very original name, I will con-
cede. But we gather up the first 50 to come talk to me, so that I
have a chance to listen to them. I wanted them to know what the
President’s and America’s desire was for them, and I wanted them
to understand that I was depending on them.

And you should know, when the team needed additional re-
sources, I defended them. I asked for them. I demanded them. And
the President, so long as he found value, never hesitated to provide
them. I was able to persuade him. And with your help, I will do
the same thing at the Department of State.

You have my commitment, too, with respect to this. I will work
with each of you to fill the vacancies that are at the State Depart-
ment. This is critical to strengthening the finest diplomatic corps
in the world, and America and the world needs us to be that.

The second thing I would like to highlight is workforces and their
culture. I will spend a lot of time on this. It is important. I will
proceed on, but without getting that part right, if the team doesn’t
understand the mission and isn’t working toward the same goal, it
is incredibly difficult to think you would achieve it.

I have always done that. When I have traveled as part of the
agency, I have met with State Department officials. I met with my
own team. I spoke to them about the things that I was going to
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demand of them, the things I was going to permit them to do, and
how I was going to hold them accountable to that task.

I remember, I want to a location. The housing for officers was
simply inadequate. None of you would have allowed your families
to be there. I didn’t have a lot of time, but I went and spoke with
the Ambassador and told him it needed to be fixed. I wanted the
State Department families and ours to know that we cared about
them enough to provide living quarters that were sufficient for
Americans.

And you should know I believe deeply that the State Depart-
ment’s workforce must be diverse in the same way I have I worked
for that at the CIA, diverse in every sense of the word, race, reli-
gion, background, and more. I will work to achieve that diversity,
just as I have done in my current role, by focusing on the mission
and demanding that every team member—every team member—be
treated equally, with dignity and respect.

And I will listen. I had an old, crusty sergeant first class when
I was a brand-new second lieutenant who said, “Lieutenant, if you
will just shut up and listen for a bit your, life will be a whole hell
of a lot better.” He was right about that. He taught me a heck of
a lot about how to be a good platoon leader. I intend to do that
with the talented people that reside at the State Department.

Let me talk a little bit about the work itself. By definition, the
job description of the Secretary of State is to serve as the Presi-
dent’s chief foreign affairs adviser. This was driven home to me in
those conversations with every former Secretary of State. To a per-
son, they were remarkably consistent by saying that job number
one is to represent the President.

For me, this means building substantial relationships with our
allies, relationships that President Trump and I can utilize for both
tough conversations and productive cooperation. It also means
working with our adversaries where needed to make clear objec-
tﬁ/es and let them know the means by which we intend to achieve
them.

In this regard, I am fortunate to have a sizable head start. As
many as a third of the days at the agency, I was engaged with for-
eign counterparts. I have led the CIA to forge stronger relation-
ships with those partners all across the world, in the Middle East,
Europe, Africa, and Latin America. I have traveled to these regions
to demonstrate the commitment that America has to working as
their partners.

I have also met some folks who did not share many of our objec-
tives. I have tried to find and I have asked my team to find those
narrow slivers of common ground where we can work together to
deliver the results that America needs us to.

Representing America also calls for promoting America’s ideals,
values, and priorities, because they ultimately determine the tra-
jectory of geopolitics, and we need to do that well.

You know, I will close here, as I am approaching the 5 minutes.

You should know that I have been an enormous beneficiary in
my life of some of the most remarkable diplomatic achievements in
American history. I served, as Senator Roberts spoke about, I
served on the border between East and West Germany, and I
watched diplomats over an extended period of time from both par-
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ties achieve an outcome against the Soviet Union and the com-
munist east that prevented my team from having ever to conduct
the battle, which we prepared for every day.

It was remarkable work from Foreign Service Officers over these
many years. I thank them for that. It was the right approach. It
was the approach that worked for America.

I know some of you have read the story that I am a hawk, I am
a hardliner. You know, I read that, and there is no one, as you just
heard in what I described, there is no one like someone who served
in uniform who understands the value of diplomacy and the terror
and tragedy that is war like someone who has served in uniform.
It is the last resort. It must always be so. And I intend to work
to achieve the President’s policies with diplomacy rather than by
sending our young men and women to war.

Know that I am serving a President who feels the same way, and
that while the military balance of power—you all did good work to
assist us in continuing to build our military to be the finest in the
world. It can set the stage and create leverage, but the best out-
comes are always won at the diplomatic table.

You know, America’s diplomatic engagement, political engage-
ment, foreign policy engagement around the world has always been
a big topic of debate. I am sure we will debate vigorously today.
All through my life, I have been reminded that once the debates
conclude, the carrying out of foreign policy, the actions that Amer-
ica does, make it real. It is a matter of duty to get it right.

And while we might agree to disagree today on the what or the
how of global involvement, we rarely disagree on why. It is to de-
fend the safety of our families, the prosperity of our Nation, and
the survival of freedom in the world. Diplomacy gives us the chance
to achieve these goals peacefully.

And I thank you for the time, Senator Corker.

[The Mr. Pompeo’s prepared statement follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF HON. MIKE POMPEO,
DIRECTOR OF THE CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCV

Chairman Corker, Ranking Member Menendez, Senators, thank you for the oppor-
tunity to appear before you today as the nominee for U.S. Secretary of State. I'm
grateful for your attention to my nomination over the last several weeks, particu-
larly at a time when so many matters of global importance demand your focus.

Should I be confirmed, the regular contact we’ve established throughout this proc-
ess will continue. I'll do my best to pick up your calls on the first ring, and I'll be
a regular visitor to the Capitol. Your counsel and support will, if I'm confirmed, be
critical to my leadership of the Department of State.

I’d also like to recognize former Secretary Tillerson for his dedicated service and
commitment to a smooth transition, as well as Deputy Secretary John Sullivan for
serving in the gap.

A personal thanks to all of the former living Secretaries of State, each of whom
has fielded my calls these past weeks. Democrats and Republicans, from Henry Kis-
singer to John Kerry, you were kind enough to visit with me, offering candid and
valuable advice. As I did with former CIA Directors, I will continue our contact
should I be confirmed.

And, if you know me at all, you know that I derive balance and support from my
wife, Susan, and son, Nicholas, who are with me today. Susan keeps our home front
humming and is always there to remind me of the family issues affecting not just
the Pompeos but every family under my leadership. And Nick? Well, Nick keeps me
humble, keeps my sense of humor alive, and provides me, unfiltered, a millennial
point of view! Since I left the private sector and re-entered public service, either of
them could have asked me to step back into less-visible, less-consuming work. In-
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stead they’ve encouraged me to give everything I can for as long as I can to this
country that we love so much. Thank you, Susan and Nick.

To the men and women of the CIA: To say that it has been an honor, a privilege,
and a joy doesn’t do justice to the gratitude I feel to have served as your leader.
I've demanded much over the last 15 months, setting expectations high. I've pushed
responsibility and authority through the organization to every officer and, along
with that, the required accountability. And you, the warriors of the CIA, have deliv-
ered—for America, for President Trump, and for me. Perhaps the highest com-
pliments on our work come from our adversaries, whose fear and awe for our insti-
tution have steadily increased; and from our partner services around the world,
which ask for more training, more intelligence sharing, and more joint operations
than ever. This is not goodbye, because no matter how my nomination process ends,
I will be with you, I will support you, and I will admire you.

Finally, I want to thank the President for his confidence and trust. My job at the
CIA has been to deliver him world class intelligence, data, and facts, to help inform
his decisions. I'm honored that he has selected me to help carry out many of those
decisions as his chief diplomat.

Senators, if confirmed, I would raise my hand and swear an oath to defend our
Constitution for the seventh time in my life. The first time was as an eighteen-year-
old West Point cadet. With this oath, I would commit to defend the exceptionalism
enshrined in our Constitution, which provides for our obligation to engage in diplo-
macy and model the very best of America to the world.

Make no mistake: America is uniquely blessed, and with those blessings comes
a duty to lead. As I have argued throughout my time in public service, if we do not
lead the calls for democracy, prosperity, and human rights around the world, who
will? No other nation is equipped with the same blend of power and principle.

During this hearing, I anticipate that you are duty bound to learn and draw out
information on two fronts: “Who is Mike Pompeo?” and “What are his thoughts and
plans to lead our State Department?” Here’s a good start.

I was born in Orange, California and spent every summer on our family farm in
Kansas. We didn’t have a lot of money growing up, but my sister and brother and
I loved school and had fun. When I was a teenager, I was given the “Employee of
the Month” award twice in my job at the local Baskin-Robbins ice cream store. I'm
a movie buff and admit to a soft spot for my golden retrievers. My family says my
Italian meatballs, my Dad’s recipe, are the best. I loved the challenge of teaching
Sunday School to 5th graders who couldn’t sit still. Although he would dispute it,
I can beat my son, Nick, in corn hole on any given day. I love Revolutionary War
history, country music, show tunes, and college basketball. My appointment to the
United States Military Academy at age eighteen marked my first travel east of the
Mississippi, and those four years at West Point changed my life forever.

As a leader, I have been described as “blue collar”—that is, I'm not afraid to get
my hands dirty. I don’t ever stay sequestered on the executive floor of any building.

I have no discomfort with directness or confrontation; I prefer face-to-face con-
versations over email; I don’t hold grudges and I always make time for student and
youth programs in the organizations that I run—they are our future. Just this past
Monday, I swore in another class of freshly minted CIA officers. It was a very spe-
cial moment for me.

That’s a look at who I am. Now for the question of how I would lead the United
States Department of State. I will focus on what matters most in any leadership
role: actions—not words.

Set the Mission & Empower the Diplomatic Corps

Throughout my time in Congress and at the CIA, I've met hundreds of State De-
partment leaders and officers, and I've met even more over the past month. In a
recent series of Department briefings with team members at State, they all, to a
person, expressed a hope to be empowered in their roles, and to have a clear under-
standing of the President’s mission. That will be my first priority. They also shared
how demoralizing it is to have so many vacancies and, frankly, not to feel relevant.
I'll do my part to end the vacancies, but I'll need your help. And I will work every
day to provide dedicated leadership and convey my faith in their work—just as I
have done with my workforce at the CIA.

When I took over as Director, the CIA had just completed a massive restructuring
that caused considerable turbulence—as these things do. Immediately after my ar-
rival, I began speaking in every meeting and every conversation about the Agency’s
mission, providing the team with the “Commander’s Intent.” I worked relentlessly
to break down unnecessary layers of approval, reached out to the career profes-
sionals, did a lot of listening, and encouraged our officers to be creative and take
risk when required. Further, I encouraged our officers to make independent deci-
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sions. If I couldn’t add value, I wanted them to execute and be accountable. And
understanding that any organization will experience failure when reaching for great
things, I promised to have their backs. And I did. No one will ever take calculated,
lawful risks to reach greatness if they feel it could end their career. And, when our
team needed extra resources, I never hesitated to ask the President—and so long
as he found value in the task, he never hesitated to provide them. I will, with your
help, do the same at the Department of State.

You have my commitment, too, that I will work with each of you, the White
House, and the entire Senate to fill the senior vacancies. This is critical to strength-
ening the finest diplomatic corps in the world. America and the world need us to
be that.

Strengthen Workforce Culture and Communication

The second action item I'd like to highlight is strengthening workforce culture and
communication.

I learned many years ago from a crusty Sergeant First Class that good leaders
need to shut up and listen. A lot. Just as I've done in each of my previous leadership
roles, I will rely on those around me to achieve the team’s goals. And we will listen
to our foreign partners as well. At the CIA, I launched regularly-scheduled, small
group town halls, not very originally titled, “Meet with Mike.” The first 75 or so offi-
cers to sign up had the chance to spend an hour with me listening to them. I not
only enjoyed these sessions, but I learned a great deal. Further, I almost never trav-
elled abroad without meeting with my local team on the ground. They were crucial
to my understanding of the nuance of each country and its people. I also wanted
the chance to ask them if they had everything they needed.

It matters deeply to me that our staff and their families are safe and thriving.
When traveling on behalf of the Agency, it was always important to me to be able
to assess security and medical resources, housing, schools, and other support for our
families. Not long ago, I was traveling on an overseas trip when it became apparent
there were serious housing safety issues for Agency and State Department families
at one post. While I was only on the ground a short time, I was able to talk with
the Ambassador to lodge my concerns and ask that action be taken. I do not want
to send any family where I would not send my own, nor will I send an officer where
I would not go.

The State Department’s workforce must, by necessity, be diverse in every sense
of the word—in terms of race, religion, background, and more. I'll work to achieve
that diversity, just as I have successfully done at CIA, by focusing on mission and
demanding that every team member be treated equally and with dignity and re-
spect.

But there is one more ingredient critical to our success—and that is listening to
and working alongside each of you and your staffs. I have used, at CIA, the model
former Director Panetta suggested to me: fewer hearings, more cups of coffee; short-
er conversations, more frequently. I found it most useful with your colleagues on
SSCI and hope that you, too, will find it valuable.

All of this—listening, leveraging differences, unleashing talent, teamwork—will
become the fabric of a State Department culture that finds its swagger once again.
We will be effective, expeditionary, diverse, and successful in fulfilling our mission.

Serving the Commander in Chief

So far I've talked about how I would empower the Department of State to succeed
in its work. Now let me talk a little about the work itself. By definition, the job
description of the Secretary of State is to “serve as the President’s chief foreign af-
fairs adviser.”

This definition was driven home to me in recent conversations with former Secre-
taries of State. I asked each of them how they had defined the core responsibilities
of the job. They were remarkably consistent in their answers: job number one is to
represent the President.

For me, this means building substantial relationships with our allies—relation-
ships that President Trump and I can utilize for both tough conversations and pro-
ductive cooperation. It also means working with our adversaries to make clear
America’s objectives and the means by which we intend to achieve them. In this re-
gard, I'm fortunate to have a sizeable head start.

On as many as a third of my days at the Agency, I'm engaged with foreign coun-
terparts. I have led the CIA to forge stronger relationships with our closest partners
in the Middle East, Europe, Africa, Latin America, and Asia. I've travelled to these
regions to demonstrate our commitment to working alongside them. I've also met
with leaders in countries with which we share very few common objectives. I've
asked my team to find those narrow slivers of common ground to stand on, so that
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we can deliver results for America. I would do the same at the State Department.
We must do so not simply to be collegial, but to find partners who will help us
achieve our objectives. I deeply believe this.

Representing America also requires promoting America’s ideals, values, and prior-
ities to those who ultimately determine the trajectory of geopolitics: the voters and
citizens of the world. To succeed in our diplomacy, it is important to appeal directly
to key populations, and not to forfeit the perception of our country to misleading
state media or other faulty information channels.

Whether speaking to foreign leaders or the foreign public, it is important for the
Secretary of State to clearly communicate the President’s directives and goals. Every
former Secretary I spoke with stressed the importance of maintaining a close rela-
tionship with the President.

I've worked to build that kind of relationship with President Trump over the past
15 months through hundreds of hours of intelligence briefings. My relationship with
President Trump is due to one thing: we’ve demonstrated value to him at the CIA.
So, in turn, he has come to rely on us. I intend to ensure that the Department of
State will be just as central to the President’s policies and the national security of
the United States. We need to be nimble, smart, and relevant to the difficult issues
the President confronts every day—always delivering value. I cannot deliver effec-
tive diplomacy worldwide on my own. I will need the men and women of our diplo-
matic corps exercising their skills to deliver this value to our country.

One of the many values of robust diplomacy is that it increases our chances of
solving problems peacefully, without ever firing a shot. I saw this as a young cav-
alry officer in the United States Army, where I led troops patrolling the Berlin Wall
from 1986 to 1989. The remarkable work of Foreign Service officers, over many
years, no doubt saved my soldiers and me from military confrontation with the So-
viet Union—a war for which we were preparing, and a conflict that the world thank-
fully avoided.

I know firsthand the painful sacrifices of our men and women in uniform. So
when journalists, most of whom have never met me, label me—or any of you—as
“hawks,” “war hardliners,” or worse, I shake my head. There are few who dread war
more than those of us who have served in uniform. And there is a great deal of room
between a military presence and war. War is always the last resort. I would prefer
achieving the President’s foreign policy goals with unrelenting diplomacy rather
than by sending young men and women to war.

I am serving a President who feels the same way. While the military balance of
power can set the stage and create leverage, the best outcomes are won through ne-
gotiations and the gains they can achieve.

Diplomacy is for the Brave and the Bold: Global Challenges and Opportunities

At this time I'd like to talk about the substantive challenges facing the State De-
partment around the world. These challenges are well known to this committee, but
TI'll briefly share my views on a few of the most critical.

First, diplomatic efforts are underway to rid the world of a nuclear North Korea.
There is no higher diplomatic task for the State Department team than solving this
decades-in-the-making threat to our nation. The stakes are high for everyone, but
I believe them to be the highest for the North Korean regime. The State Depart-
ment has successfully rallied the world to cut ties and impose sanctions that have
had a profound impact. But there is much diplomatic work left to do, including sup-
porting the President’s intent to meet with the North Korean leader Kim Jong Un.
That meeting will take place against a backdrop of commitment by our President
to achieve denuclearization and prevent America from being held at risk by a North
Korean arsenal of nuclear weapons. I have read the CIA histories of previous nego-
tiations with the North Koreans, and am confident that we will not repeat the mis-
takes of the past. President Trump isn’t one to play games at the negotiating
table—and I won’t be either.

Next, Russia continues to act aggressively, enabled by years of soft policy toward
that aggression. That’s now over. The list of this administration’s actions to raise
the cost for Vladimir Putin is long. We are rebuilding our already strong military
and recapitalizing our nuclear deterrent. We have imposed tough sanctions and ex-
pelled more Russian diplomats and intelligence officers from the U.S. than at any
time since the Cold War. We are arming brave young men and women resisting
Russian expansionism in Ukraine and Georgia. This list is much longer, and I'm
confident I'll have the opportunity to add to it today. But the actions of this admin-
istration make clear that President Trump’s national security strategy, rightfully,
has identified Russia as a danger to our country. Our diplomatic efforts with Russia
will prove challenging, but as in previous confrontations with Moscow, must con-
tinue.
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Iran, meanwhile, has been on the march and has paid too low a price for its dan-
gerous behavior. Our administration has developed a strategy to counter Iran that
will raise that cost. The issues surrounding Iran’s proliferation threat are real and
we, along with our allies, must deal with the long-term risk that its capability pre-
sents. But we cannot let the nuclear file prevent us from acting against Iran’s cyber
efforts or its attempts to provide missiles to the Houthis to attack Saudi Arabia and
Americans who travel there. Iran’s activities in Syria, Iraq and Lebanon threaten
the very existence of Israel, and the global reach of Hezbollah threatens us right
here in the homeland. Iran freed American hostages for the sake of a deal and then
turned immediately to holding still more. I will work for their freedom every day.

President Trump is prepared to work with our partners to revise the Joint Com-
prehensive Plan of Action to fix its most egregious flaws. If confirmed, it will be an
immediate personal priority to work with those partners to see if such a fix is
achievable. The stakes are high for everyone, but especially Tehran. If confirmed in
time, I look forward to engaging key Allies on this crucial and time-sensitive topic
at the G7 Ministerial Meeting on April 22nd and the NATO Ministerial Meeting
later that week.

Even while America has reestablished a position of strength in our diplomatic re-
lationship, China continues its concerted and coordinated effort to compete with the
United States in diplomatic, military, and economic terms. For years, through IP
theft and coercive technology transfer, China has exploited weak U.S. trade policy
and leeched wealth and secrets from our economy. Militarily, it continues its provo-
cation in the South and East China Seas, in cyberspace, and even in outer space.
This administration is determined to work diplomatically with the Chinese govern-
ment in an effort to develop a more productive bilateral partnership. We have been
pleased with China’s support of our efforts to apply pressure on the North Korean
regime, but it must do more. The State Department must be at the center of formu-
lating and executing our China policy.

Those are just a few of our challenges. The failed state of Syria poses a mounting
threat to human rights, national security, and regional stability—and it deserves an
increasingly severe response. Similarly, our nation faces unique and pressing secu-
rity, governance, and development challenges in Iraq, Afghanistan, Latin America
and Africa, where our diplomacy must support people’s efforts to improve their lives.
The State Department must also be at the forefront of America’s efforts to ease hu-
manitarian crises in Burma, Yemen, Venezuela, parts of Africa, and elsewhere.

Couched in all of our global challenges are opportunities—opportunities to pro-
mote security, stability, and human rights in key regions. I also believe we have op-
portunities for increasingly robust and fair trading relationships that benefit the
American people.

Should I be confirmed as Secretary of State, I will execute diligent and firm diplo-
macy, working alongside the world’s finest diplomatic service, to help our President
confront the challenges and seize the opportunities of our time.

Bound by Duty

Before I take your questions, I want to speak for a moment about duty to coun-
try—which is something I feel today in great measure. I know all of you feel the
heavy weight of it in your positions, as does President Trump.

The desire we all feel to fulfill our duty to the best of our ability often manifests
itself in a fierce competition of ideas, including on the subject of foreign policy.
America’s engagement with the world has always, rightfully, been a topic of debate.
I'm sure welll engage in a healthy amount of that in just a moment. Yet, all
throughout my life, I've been reminded that once the debates conclude, the carrying
out of our foreign policy—the actions that make it real—must be a matter of duty.

It’s a reminder that while our country might disagree on the “what” and the
“how” of our global involvement, it rarely disagrees on the “why”—which is to de-
fend the safety of our families, the prosperity of our nation, and the survival of free-
dom in our world. Diplomacy gives us the chance to achieve these goals peacefully.

I believe our Commander in Chief has made historic strides already in pursuit
of this mission. If I have the honor of serving him as Secretary of State, I pledge
to work with each of you, to strengthen our State Department, to champion the pa-
triots who serve there, and to deliver on our shared diplomatic objectives—on behalf
of every American.

I look forward to your questions.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you for the testimony. I am going to with-
hold my time and use it for interjections along the way.

And with that, I will turn to our distinguished ranking member,
Senator Menendez.
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Senator MENENDEZ. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Director, thank you for your testimony. Director, the Washington
Post reported last year that, on March 22nd of 2017, you and Di-
rector of National Intelligence Coats attended a briefing at the
White House with officials from several government agencies.

The article says, “As the briefing was wrapping up, Trump asked
everyone to leave the room except for Coats and CIA Director
Pompeo. The President then started complaining about the FBI in-
vestigation and Comey’s handling of it, said officials familiar with
the account Coats gave to associates. Two days earlier, Comey had
confirmed in a congressional hearing that the bureau was probing
whether Trump’s campaign coordinated with Russia during the
2016 race. After the encounter, Coats discussed the conversation
with other officials and decided that intervening with Comey as
Trump had suggested would be inappropriate, according to officials
who spoke on condition of anonymity to discuss sensitive internal
matters.” That is the end of the quote.

So, Director, this account strongly suggests that the President
asked you and Director Coats to interfere with then-FBI Director
Comey’s investigations into the Trump campaign’s contacts with
Russia.

What did President Trump say to you and Director Coats in that
meeting?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I am not going to talk about the conversa-
tions the President and I had. I think—I think it is, in this setting,
appropriate for a President to have an opportunity to talk with his
senior leaders. I will do that throughout the day.

But I will tell you this, the article’s suggestion that he asked me
to do anything that was improper is false.

Senator MENENDEZ. Did he ask you to do anything as it relates
to that investigation?

Mr. PoMPEO. Senator, I don’t recall. I don’t recall what he asked
me that day precisely. But I have to tell you, I am with the Presi-
dent an awful lot. He has never asked me to do anything that I
considered remotely improper.

Senator MENENDEZ. So when you say you are not going to talk
about that conversation, you are not asserting executive privilege,
are you?

Mr. PomPEO. No, Senator. I believe, and I think you will agree,
we will talk about foreign policy issues. We will talk about

Senator MENENDEZ. This has a connotation of foreign policy, be-
cause this is about Russia. And so at the end of the day, under-
standing how you responded, what you will do as we are looking
at mandatory sanctions that the administration has yet to impose,
looking at how we are going to deal with a Russia that not only
sought to affect our last elections but is doing so even as we speak
both here at home and across the world, those are substantive
questions.

Mr. POMPEO. Yes, Senator.

Senator MENENDEZ. So it is not for me just simply a question of
interest. It is a question of understanding what you were asked,
how you responded, and what you did.

Mr. PoMPEO. Senator, you talked about the important policy
issues. I am happy to talk about this administration’s work on Rus-
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sia. I am happy to talk about our work on sanctions, if that is what
you—if that was your question

Senator MENENDEZ. Let me ask you this. Did President Trump
evel‘; discuss the FBI or Special Counsel’s Russia investigation with
you?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, again, I am not going to talk about private
conversations I have had with the President.

Senator MENENDEZ. So whenever you come, if you were to be
confirmed, in the future, and we want to try to talk about foreign
policy, and we ask you where is the President at or this or that,
you are not going to disclose any of the conversations?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I am happy—Senator, I am happy to an-
swer questions about our administration’s policies, the work that
we are doing. You are asking about conversations. You should
know, Senator, as well, I have provided—I spoke with Special
Counsel Mueller, who interviewed me, requested an interview. I co-
operated. Your colleagues on the Senate Intelligence Committee
have asked for information from me and from the Central Intel-
ligence Agency, as has the House Permanent Select Committee on
Intelligence. I think the leaders of those two organizations in a bi-
partisan way would say I have been cooperative. And in mat-
ters

Senator MENENDEZ. So you have spoken to Special Counsel
Mueller?

Mr. POMPEO. Yes, that is correct.

Senator MENENDEZ. And what was the subject of the conversa-
tion?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I am not going to speak to that.

Senator MENENDEZ. Did the Special Counsel tell you not to speak
about these things?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I have cooperated with multiple investiga-
tions. While the investigation continues, I think that is the appro-
priate way to approach it. And you should know, and no one here
today should take away any—because of the fact that I don’t want
to speak out, there should be no negative inferences with respect
to anything or, for that matter, positive inferences about the fact
that I think it is most appropriate that, while these investigations
continue, I not speak to the conversations I have had with the var-
ious investigative bodies.

Senator MENENDEZ. I am sure that if I asked Director Mueller—
I mean, Special Counsel Mueller a simple question, whether you
were told you couldn’t, I don’t think he would say you couldn’t. So
it is your choice that you are not seeking to do so.

And for me, these questions being answered truthfully in a forth-
coming way are critically important, because it goes to the very es-
sence of how you approach one of the most critical issues that we
have. And your unwillingness to speak to it is troubling to me.

Let me ask you this. President Trump has repeatedly said that
“getting along with Russia is a good thing.” Yesterday, he tweeted,
“Our relationship with Russia is worse now than it has ever been....
There is no reason for this.” And he indicated he would like to help
Russia with its economy.

What behavior, if any, has the Kremlin shown that indicates it
wants to get along with the United States or our allies?
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Mr. POMPEO. Senator, this administration has taken a series of
actions to push back against Vladimir Putin.

Senator MENENDEZ. That is not my question. Let’s start with my
question.

Mr. POMPEO. But, Senator

Senator MENENDEZ. My question is, what behavior has the
Kremlin shown that it indicates it wants to get along with the
United States? Is there any? If so, please share it with me.

Mr. PoMPEO. Senator, I take a backseat to no one with my views
of the threat that is presented to America from Russia. And if I am
confirmed as the Secretary of State, I can assure you this adminis-
tration will continue as it has for the past 15 months to take real
actions to push pack, to reset the deterrence relationship with re-
spect to Russia.

Senator MENENDEZ. Let’s talk about that, because I see that is
in your written statement, and you suggest that there is a robust
response to Russia.

On February 27th, Admiral Mike Rogers, the head of the Na-
tional Security Administration and U.S. Cyber Command, warned
the Senate Armed Services Committee that the Trump administra-
tion has not done enough to stop the Russians. “I believe that
President Putin has clearly come to the conclusion that there is lit-
tle price to pay here and that, therefore, he can continue his activ-
ity.”

On April 3rd, the outgoing National Security Advisor, General
H.R. McMaster, said, and I quote, “We have failed to impose suffi-
cient costs on Russia,” and that the Kremlin’s confidence is grow-
ing.
And then, for your reference, here is a series of mandatory provi-
sions under the Countering America’s Adversaries Through Sanc-
tions Act, part of which I helped write, which have not been imple-
mented by the administration: Section 225, mandatory sanctions
related to special Russian crude oil products; Section 226, manda-
tory sanctions with respect to Russia and other foreign financial in-
stitutions; Section 228, mandatory sanctions with respect to certain
transactions with foreign sanctions evaders and serious human
rights abusers in the Russian Federation; Section 231, mandatory
sanctions with respect to persons engaging in transactions with the
intelligence and defense sectors of the Government of the Russian
Federation. There are more.

That is not a robust response to Russia.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you.

Before I turn to Senator Risch, I want to welcome Senator King.
I would like for the people of Maine to know he does this often.
[Laughter.]

The CHAIRMAN. When things are serious, he comes and actually
listens to the testimony. We thank you for doing so.

Senator Risch.

Senator RiscH. Thank you very much.

Mike, thank you for your service at intel, at the CIA. That has
been great.

For those of you on the committee, Senator Rubio and I are the
only two that have the crosspollination, I guess. We have the great
privilege of serving on the Intel Committee. And we hear from the
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heads of all of the 17 agencies that we have that engage in intel-
ligence matters.

And over the years, over the 10 years I have been on it, we have
had numerous heads of agencies come in, and sometimes, frankly,
we feel we are getting stiff-armed. I can tell all of you on this com-
mittee that Mike Pompeo has been candid when he came in before
the Intel Committee. He has been helpful. And he has always been
straightforward with us.

So thank you for your service there. You have earned my respect,
in that regard. And you will certainly get my vote for confirmation
on this job.

I think that that service as head of the CIA is going to serve you
very well, as you know. It served me very well on this committee,
having some of that in-depth knowledge that you don’t necessarily
get in the public media.

Being Secretary of State is unique, I think, as far as the agency
heads are concerned. You, first of all, have the public duties, and
it has been referenced here. It is a very high-profile job, in that you
go around the world being the face of America and doing the kinds
of things that you do.

And your predecessor was very good at that. I thought he carried
the flag as well as anyone could carry it.

This job, however, as Secretary of State, has a couple other facets
to it that you have to do at the same time, and it is hard to keep
all the balls in the air. One of them, of course, is being part of the
management team with the President, as far as managing, really,
the United States.

And, thirdly, and I think very importantly, is the actual manage-
ment of the bureaucracy. And I don’t use “bureaucracy” here in a
pejorative way. The thousands of men and women who are in For-
eign Service who are working with the State Department make us
proud every day. They are bipartisan. They do a great job.

I think that there has been a fair amount of criticism, everyone
knows, that your predecessor did have, was hampered a bit because
he did not have some of those jobs filled that are so important
there. And we all know that, in order to manage an agency like
that, you have to have really good, solid people around you to be
able to make the bureaucracy work in the things that aren’t the
high-profile meetings and what have you around the world.

Could you give us your thoughts, give all of us your thoughts on
how you are going to go about that, because it needs some work.
There is no question about it. And it is going to make your job bet-
ter. It is going to make the State Department work better. So could
you give us your thoughts on that?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, first, thank you for your kind words. I did,
as a CIA Director, I have consistently tried to work closely with
you and provide you everything that you have asked for in a timely
fashion. I think we have succeeded often, if not always. And we
have worked diligently at that. I promise to do that with this com-
mittee as well.

With respect to building a team out of the State Department,
this is something I have done multiple times in my life. I did it as
a tank platoon leader. I did it as a cavalry troop. I did it for two
small businesses in Kansas. And then I worked hard at it at CIA.
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I will it leave to others to judge the success. But I did it because
I knew it was an imperative.

At the State Department, there are too many holes, too many va-
cancies, too many unfilled positions. When that happens, everyone
is stretched thin in the subject matter expertise that is needed to
deliver America’s diplomacy around the world, to conduct its mis-
sion, its humanitarian missions, its development missions. Each of
the missions which are entrusted to the State Department require
talented people on station doing their part, working alongside it.

The way I will think about it is the same way I did at the CIA.
I will start with those things that I think are the biggest gaps and
present the biggest risk to America’s capacity to execute its diplo-
macy. We don’t yet have an Ambassador to South Korea. We need
one. There are a handful of other places that have a requirement
for immediate attention.

With respect to each of those positions, I am a talent hawk. I will
find what I believe to be the best fit to execute America’s diplo-
matic mission around the world. And I will encourage, demand, ca-
jole them to come join the team and be part of our organization in
a way that can successfully deliver. Some of them will be fantastic
civil servants and Foreign Service Officers, others from the outside.
But in each case, I will try to identify the right person to occupy
the position at this challenging time in America’s history.

Senator RIsCH. Thank you very much. You made reference to the
fact that there are ambassadorships that are empty. I think there
are 37 of them. And the good news is that you have a really deep
bench at the State Department. And a good example is in South
Korea.

I had the good fortune of being there, as you know, recently,
doing some things. And the charge d’affaires who is in charge there
has done a fabulous job, as you know.

And we do have that deep bench at the State Department. But,
again, we do need the ambassadorships filled, and we do need, par-
ticularly, I think, the top positions in the department filled, and
people with the authority to act and people with the authority to
do the things that need to be done.

So thank you for that. I have every confidence you will be able
to do that.

Your candor with the Intelligence Committee, I can tell you that,
if you can come in front of that committee and disgorge in a candid
fashion, I have every confidence you are going to be able to do that
here.

So thank you again for your service.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you.

Senator Cardin.

Senator CARDIN. Mr. Pompeo, first of all, thank you for your ca-
reer of public service. I want to thank your family, because this
clearly is going to be a family sacrifice. It already has been. But
it will be even more deeply felt by your family. So I very much ap-
preciate all that.

Mr. PoMPEO. Thank you, Senator Cardin.

Senator CARDIN. I want to follow up on the chairman’s opening
comments about the need for the Secretary of State to be a strong,
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independent voice in the White House, particularly in this White
House, and with the President’s announced policy of America first,
which has been interpreted globally as America alone, which is
your mission, if you are confirmed, to use diplomacy to engage the
international community.

So I want to ask you a couple questions, and I would ask that
you give your views, not the President’s. I want to know your
views.

Secondly, I would hope that you would briefly answer the ques-
tions, because I have a lot of questions I want answered. Please re-
spect the time restrictions that we are operating under.

And let me start first, if I might, with the Iran nuclear agree-
ment that has been referred to. There is no question that Iran is
a bad actor here, and they continue to be a bad actor. And this
Congress, with your help, we passed very strong legislation to pro-
vide additional sanctions against Iran for its nonnuclear violations,
including its ballistic missiles. And we want strict enforcement of
the nuclear agreement.

But it is clear from what the President has announced that he
wants to see changes in the nuclear agreement. It has also been
very clear that Europe has said pretty directly we cannot unilater-
ally, the West, modify the agreement, and that Iran is in compli-
ance with the agreement.

General Dunford has said, unless there is a material breach, we
have an impact in others’ willingness to sign other agreements if
we pull out of this agreement, with reference to North Korea, the
challenges of entering into diplomacy.

So my direct question, if the President determines that you can-
not modify this agreement, and Iran is in compliance, what is your
view as to whether America should withdraw unilaterally from the
Iran nuclear agreement?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I know clearly what my mission is going
to be. The President has made very clear what the Secretary of
State’s mission has been, and I expect no change to that.

Senator CARDIN. I didn’t ask—I asked, what are your views? I
understand that. We have had nominees come before this com-
mittee and express their views——

Mr. POMPEO. Yes.

Senator CARDIN.—and are doing very well in this administration,
and who have disagreed with the President, and the President gets
the last word. I understand that.

Mr. PomPEO. I have done it many times.

Senator CARDIN. I want to know your views.

Mr. PomMPEO. I have done it many times, Senator.

I cannot answer that question. Here is why. But let me tell you
how I approach it. Let me tell you how I you how I think about
it. Here 1s how

Senator CARDIN. I

Mr. POMPEO [continuing]. If you will, if you will let me tell you
how I think about it, then you can—I want to fix this deal. That
iSs the objective. I think that is in the best interest of the United

tates.

Senator CARDIN [continuing]. But if the agreement cannot be
changed—my question is pretty simple. We are running very close
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to a deadline on certification. What is your view? Is it better to pull
out of an agreement that Iran is in compliance with if we can’t fix
it? Or is it better to stay in the agreement as the

Mr. POMPEO [continuing]. Senator——

Senator CARDIN [continuing]. Yes or no?

Mr. POMPEO [continuing]. Senator, it is not a yes or no question,
because it is a hypothetical. We are not at that point.

Let me tell—

Senator CARDIN. The President has to certify on May the 12th.

Mr. POMPEO [continuing]. Yes, sir. That is yet almost a month
away.

It depends, clearly, if we are close—imagine, just as a hypo-
thetical matter, imagine we are close to achieving the fix that the
President has asked the State Department to achieve. If we are
close, if there is some opportunity

Senator CARDIN. Do you pull out, if you are close?

Mr. POMPEO [continuing]. In the event—in the event that we con-
clude that we can’t fix this deal, that these serious shortcomings
that you, Senator Cardin, yourself, have identified, then the Presi-
dent is going to be given best advice, including by me.

And if there is no chance that we can fix it, I will recommend
to the President that we do our level best to work with our allies
to achieve a better outcome and a better deal.

Senator CARDIN. By——

Mr. PoMPEO. Even after May 12th, Senator, even after May 12th,
there is still much diplomatic work to be done.

Senator CARDIN [continuing]. I think you have answered the
question. You have been

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, just to be clear, it is more than just Eu-
rope.

Senator CARDIN. You have been pretty clear about the outcome
you would like to see in North Korea, which I believe—if I am mis-
stating this, please, let me know—which is regime change. Is that
accurate?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, you have misstated that.

Senator CARDIN. Okay. Are you in favor of regime change in
North Korea?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, my mission is—and I have articulated my
own personal views on this. We have a responsibility to achieve a
condition where Kim dJong-un is unable to threaten the United
States of America with nuclear weapons.

Senator CARDIN. I understand that. So are you saying now you
don’t favor regime change?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I have never advocated for regime change.
I have all along——

Senator CARDIN. It is a simple question. So you are not—you do
not believe——

Mr. POMPEO [continuing]. I am happy to answer today that I am
not advocating for regime change. Yes, Senator.

Senator CARDIN [continuing]. Thank you. I appreciate that. I
want to get that clear.

Let me go on to

Mr. PomPEO. And, Senator, just to be clear, my role as a dip-
lomat is to make sure that we never get to a place where we have
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to confront the difficult situation in Korea that this country has
been headed for now for a couple of decades.

Senator CARDIN [continuing]. So let me get to the international
climate talks and agreements that were entered into in Paris, the
fact that every Nation in the world has now joined in that, this is,
as I explained to you as we talked in our office, as you understand,
these are self-imposed goals enforced only by ourselves.

The President has indicated his intentions to withdraw from the
international agreement. It takes a period of time before it becomes
effective.

Mr. POMPEO. Yes, sir.

Senator CARDIN. But he has already initiated the process. If it,
in fact, takes place, we would be the only country that is not part
of the agreement.

Do you support the United States withdrawing from the climate
agreements?

Mr. PoMPEO. I share the President’s position precisely, which is
that the Paris Agreement put an undue burden on the United
States of America and that we should work to find a place where
that is not the case. And when that moment arrives, we will be
part of that discussion and reenter that agreement.

Senator CARDIN. So you stand by your——

Mr. PomPEO. That is both my view, and I believe I am speaking
for the administration’s view.

Senator CARDIN [continuing]. So you believe self-imposed require-
ments working with the international community, I think I am
quoting you accurately, is dangerously wrong, bows down to radical
environmentalists, and the science is inconclusive. You stand by
those statements today?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, we need to work to arrange a situation
that treats American citizens in the same way that others around
the world

Senator CARDIN. And do you——

Mr. POMPEO [continuing]. —So there is a shared burden to attack
this challenge.

Senator CARDIN [continuing]. Do you see the challenge, that that
is going to make your job, if confirmed, more challenging?

Your job is to work with the international community, our
friends and foes alike——

Mr. POMPEO. Yes.

Senator CARDIN [continuing]. To try to get diplomacy to work.
And yet, the United States would be the only country saying we
do not want to talk to you about climate under the arrangements
that every other country is dealing with. You don’t see a conflict
with that position and trying to be the top diplomat of America, the
leader of the world?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, there are many times that we work with
our allies, and there are many other times when we just don’t see
it the same way.

I give you many indications, many examples of where this ad-
ministration has worked with those same allies.

Just recently, the work that we did against Russia in response
to the attack that took place in Britain, we worked with our Euro-
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pean allies. We did so very closely. This would be after the Presi-
dent’s announcement that he intended to withdraw from Paris.

So it can still work. I will give you another example.

The coalition that this administration has built to put pressure
on Kim Jong-un is unique and historic and important.

So there will be places that our allies come alongside us, and oth-
ers that they don’t. And my task as the chief diplomat will be to
get America’s position well-known and to rally the world to the
causes that benefit America.

I look forward to doing that, if I am confirmed, as well, Senator.

Senator CARDIN. Thank you.

The CHAIRMAN. Before I turn to Senator Rubio, I am going to use
30 seconds of my time.

Just on the Iran issue, it is my sense in personal conversation
with the President that if the Europeans do not come along with
3 framework agreement by May 12th, it is likely that he will with-

raw.

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, the President has made that very clear.

The CHAIRMAN. And so I do not think Senator Cardin fully—I
don’t think he heard the same thing I heard.

And your sense is that, should that happen, then you would con-
tinue after that time to try to create a better agreement. Is that
what your answer was?

Mr. POMPEO. Yes. Senator, the President has stated his objective.
I have heard him say it to my predecessor or, excuse me, to Sec-
retary Tillerson. I have heard him say that his goal is to take the
three shortcomings that he identified and fix them.

Senator CARDIN. Mr. Chairman, I need to correct the record. I
understand the President’s position. I was asking the nominee’s po-
sition. I wasn’t asking the President’s position. I want to know your
view on it, not the President’s. I understand the President’s view.

The CHAIRMAN. But I think—again, I know this is going to be
highly discussed publicly. I think what Director Pompeo is saying
is that is also his opinion, and that should the agreement then be
negated, he would work for a better agreement after that, should
the framework agreement not come in place by May 12th. Is that
correct?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, that is correct.

The CHAIRMAN. Senator Rubio.

Senator RuB10. Thank you.

First, just an editorial statement at the front end.

One of the reasons why I have been—apart from how well I know
the nominee and the work he has done in intelligence, is I think
one of the critical components to be a successful Secretary of State
is that, when the Secretary of State comes to town, leaders and
diplomats need to know that this is someone who is in the inner
circle of the President, that has the President’s trust and speaks
for the administration.

And I can just tell you from experience from the work that we
have done with Director Pompeo that, if confirmed, when he comes
to town, leaders around the world will know that someone who has
not just access to the President but is part of the President’s trust-
ed inner circle and speaks for the President and for his policies—
is just critical for the success of the Secretary of State.
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And I would imagine, if you have spoken as you have to all the
living Secretary of States, they would have told you that that com-
ponent of that relationship is so important.

And I would just say anything that would undermine that, obvi-
ously, is something that would undermine the ability to do the job
in that way.

I have a series of quick questions, and they are important, be-
cause it gives people some context about your views on foreign pol-
icy and America’s role in the world, which, by the way, predate
your time at the Central Intelligence Agency and includes your
time in the House of Representatives and perhaps even before that.

You still agree, do you not, on the matter of the Russian invasion
of Ukraine, that the United States has an obligation to help
Ukraine defend its sovereignty?

Mr. POMPEO. Yes, Senator.

Senator RUBIO. And you still agree that, far from being a great
public service, WikiLeaks is more of like a nonstate actor hostile
to the national interests and security of the United States?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator Rubio, I do believe that.

Senator RUBIO. And I think you still agree that Vladimir Putin’s
government actively interfered in our presidential elections and
elections at large in 2016, and they did so because it is part of a
longstanding theory or belief that, through disinformation and
propaganda, they could win “bloodless wars” against democracies
in the West, including the United States?

Mr. POMPEO. Yes, Senator. That is correct.

Senator RUBIO. Of the five main threats facing the United
States—China, Russia, Iran, North Korea and radical jihadists—
they all have one common thread: authoritarianism. Would you
agree that, today, the major faultline in global affairs repeatedly is
the competition, really a global competition between autocratic sys-
tems of governance and the democratic system, that that, in many
ways, has played out over and over again in the foreign affairs of
this country and in global issues?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, it is with striking consistency the case
that the countries that share our vision of the world and share our
democratic values are not authoritarian, and those that don’t are
not.

Senator RUBIO. And so, in that vein, you would again agree that
promoting democracy isn’t just a nice thing to do or a good thing
to do, or promoting democracy is not us butting into other people’s
business or invading their sovereignty. So it is more than just a
moral imperative. Promoting democracy is, in the context of that
competition as we have just discussed, promoting democracy is in
the vital national interests of the United States.

Mr. POMPEO. Yes, indeed, Senator. And our effectiveness at doing
that is an important tool of American foreign policy.

Senator RUBIO. And there is this ridiculous argument out there
when people talk about Russian interference and their efforts and
so forth that that is no different than what America does when it
moments democracy. There are huge differences, are there not?

For example, when they interfere in an election, they are trying
to influence the outcome. When we promote democracy, we are try-
ing to improve the process, not necessarily who they elect. Some-



28

times democracies elect leaders that are not as friendly towards the
United States.

When they interfere in elections, they use government and their
intelligence agencies and the like. When we promote democracy, it
is largely through the work of nongovernmental organizations, who
may receive assistance from our government.

When they undermine democracy, they do it in secret. They hide
it, and they deny it. We do it openly. We brag about it. We are
talking about it here today.

And when we promote democracy, we do it at the invitation of
someone in those countries, whether it is a political party, an orga-
nization, oftentimes the government itself. When they undermine
democracy, they do so against the will of the people of that Nation
and of the governments in place.

There is no equivalence between the promotion of democracy and
Russian and other attempts to interfere in democracy.

Mr. PoMPEO. Senator, there is neither an operational equiva-
lence, as you have described it, that is, the methodologies used are
very different, nor is there a moral equivalence between the two ef-
forts. They are fundamentally different in every way, and Amer-
ica’s democracy promotion around the world is conducted in way
that America should be incredibly proud of.

Senator RUBIO. And one of the first things autocratic rulers do,
almost by definition, is they violate the human rights of their peo-
ple and, of course, have no problem violating the human rights of
others, as we have recently seen through war crimes and atrocities
repeatedly committed by an autocratic government in Syria with
the support of autocratic governments in Iran and Russia.

Therefore, I believe you would agree that defending human
rights isn’t just a good thing to do or just the right moral thing to
do, which it most certainly is. Defending human rights is also in
the national interest of the United States of America?

Mr. PoMPEO. I do believe that, Senator.

Senator RUBIO. And it would be a priority at the State Depart-
ment.

Mr. PomMPEO. It would. And not only do I believe it, I think his-
tory would reflect that to be the case.

Senator RUBIO. Now, after the end of the Cold War, we had this
belief that history had ended, and everyone was going to be a de-
mocracy, and everybody was going to embrace capitalism, as we
understand it, with free economics and the like.

That hasn’t really worked out in the case of a lot of places, par-
ticularly China. They have most certainly not embraced democracy.
They have actually gotten more autocratic. And they have em-
braced a definition of the world economic order that basically
means we will take all the benefits of global trade and global eco-
nomics, but we do not intend to live by any of its obligations. And
so I personally believe that it was a terrible mistake that leaders
in both parties have made.

And now, as part of their strategy, you see China doing things
like trying to create strategic depth in Eurasia, their efforts to es-
tablish all these different programs, the Belt and Road Initiative,
Silk Road and Maritime Silk Road. They are not just efforts to cre-
ate new overland trade corridors. They are efforts to, basically,
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make these nations economically, politically, and, eventually, mili-
tarily dependent on and vulnerable to China.

And their maritime borders in the South and East China Sea,
you see that they feel vulnerable and insecure. They see American
allies in Japan, South Korea, Australia, Taiwan.

And so what they are working on now is fracturing our economic
and defense alliances in the Indo-Pacific region. That is why they
are investing billions of dollars in building up their navy and their
air force to be able to establish air and sea denial to the U.S. mili-
tary and, ultimately, make the argument: Don’t count on America’s
defense and/or partnership, because it is just paper. They can’t live
up to it anymore.

What are your recommendations for the President, as far as how
important that challenge is? Otherwise, we are going to wake up
one day and find out we have been driven from the Asia-Pacific re-
gion.

Mr. PoMPEO. Senator, as the CIA Director, I have often been
asked, what is the greatest threat to the United States? It is al-
ways hard to prioritize and rank. We have a handful. We have lots
of opportunities as well.

China certainly presents a strategic challenge to the United
States of America. You laid out the various tools and mechanisms
that they are using, mostly economic. The United States needs to
be prepared to respond across each of those fronts, so that we can
find the right ground, the right place, where we can cooperate with
the Chinese where it makes sense for America. And in those places
where it does not, we can confront them and make sure that it is
America’s vision, a democratic vision, that continues to provide
strength and resources for the world.

The CHAIRMAN. Senator Shaheen.

Senator SHAHEEN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Director Pompeo, thank you for being willing to consider taking
on this responsibility at such a challenging time for the United
States and the world.

This morning, President Trump tweeted out that much of the
bad blood with Russia is caused by the fake and corrupt Russia in-
vestigation. Do you agree with that?

Mr. PoMPEO. The historic conflict between the United States and
the Soviet Union, and now Russia, is caused by Russian bad behav-
ior.

Senator SHAHEEN. Thank you.

When you were installed as Director at the CIA, as you said in
your testimony, you swore an oath to support and defend the Con-
stitution of the United States against all enemies, foreign and do-
mestic. As you pointed out, you have taken that oath six times. You
have graduated from Harvard Law School magna cum laude. You
are an attorney.

. Do?you think Special Counsel Mueller’s investigation is a witch
unt?

Mr. POMPEO. Ma’am, I am going to not speak about any of the
three investigations that I have been a participant in today.

Senator SHAHEEN. Do you think the President has the authority,
recognizing your legal background, does the President have the au-
thority to fire Special Counsel Mueller on his own?
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Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I am in no position to make a comment
on that legal question.

Senator SHAHEEN. Would you consider the President firing Rod
Rosenstein over his role in the Special Counsel investigation to be
an abuse of power?

Mr. POMPEO. Ma’am, I came here today to talk about my quali-
fications to be the Secretary of State. I am not going to weigh into
the active investigations that are going on in the House, the Sen-
ate, and the Special Counsel’s investigation.

Senator SHAHEEN. And I appreciate that. That is what we are all
here to talk about. But the fact is, in your testimony, you talk
about the actions of the administration making clear and rightfully
identifying Russia as a danger to our country. And yet, the Presi-
dent tweets out his opinion that the problem with Russia is Bob
Mueller and the investigation.

I think those two are in conflict. And it is hard for me to under-
stand how we can have a Secretary of State who is able to go to
Russia and come to Congress and talk about the challenges and the
threats that Russia faces to our democracy when we have this con-
flicting position from the President of the United States who you
would work for.

And let me just say, you have talked about the actions that have
been taken by this administration, but the fact is the sanctions
that were passed overwhelmingly in the House and Senate that
had bipartisan support have not been fully implemented by this ad-
ministration.

So we have mandatory sanctions related to Russian crude oil
products that haven’t been implemented. We have sanctions with
respect to Russian and other foreign financial institutions not im-
plemented. Sanctions with respect to transactions with foreign
sanctions evaders and serious human rights abusers in the Russian
Federation not implemented yet.

I could go on, but, as the Secretary of State, will you argue that
we need to go ahead and implement the rest of these sanctions in
a way that holds Russia accountable for its interference?

Mr. PoMmPEO. Yes, ma’am, every day. And if I may take just a
moment?

Senator SHAHEEN. Please.

Mr. PoMPEO. So there is still more work to be done on CAATSA.
There is more work to be done on other sanctions provisions as
well. I readily concede that.

Vladimir Putin has not yet received the message sufficiently, and
we need to continue to work at that.

But it hasn’t just been sanctions. The largest expulsion of 60
folks was from this administration. This administration announced
a Nuclear Posture Review that has put Russia on notice that we
are going to recapitalize our deterrent force. In Syria now, a hand-
ful of weeks ago, the Russians met their match. A couple hundred
Russians were killed.

The list of actions that the administration has taken, I am happy
to walk through each of them, but I don’t want to take up more
time.

Senator SHAHEEN. I appreciate that.

Mr. PoMPEO. The list is pretty long, ma’am.
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Senator SHAHEEN. And I certainly agree with that, and I think
those actions are important. But they get undermined by a Presi-
dent who consistently refuses to hold Vladimir Putin accountable
for what Russia has done in the United States. And that presents
a challenge as we go into the 2018 elections, and it presents a chal-
lenge as we work with other democracies around the world where
Russia has done everything possible to undermine Americans’ and
other countries’ citizens’ belief in the workings of democracy.

In response to Senator Rubio, you talked about the importance
of defending human rights as Secretary of State. Certainly, as Sec-
retary of State, you would be this country’s top diplomat, rep-
resenting America’s values in support of diversity and inclusion.
And yet, during your tenure in Congress, you have made state-
ments that have been described as anti-Muslim and anti-LGBT
rights.

So how would you, as Secretary of State, reconcile those positions
and statements that you have taken in Congress with the need to
represent America’s values and defend human rights?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I appreciate the question. Look at my
record, not just these past 15 months. There were the same ques-
tions when I was to be confirmed as CIA Director.

As a CIA Director, I have honored and valued every single CIA
officer, regardless of race, color, you pick it, gender, sexual orienta-
tion. I have treated every one of our officers with dignity and re-
spect. I have promoted them when they deserved it. I have held
them accountable when they deserved that as well.

I promise you that I will do that as the Secretary of State.

Senator SHAHEEN. I appreciate those sentiments, and I appre-
ciated your comments in your testimony saying that you would
support the State Department’s workforce, that it be as diverse in
every sense of the world, race, religion, background, and more. And
yet, you were criticized at the CIA for undermining policies of the
previous administration to improve diversity at the CIA.

Mr. PoMPEO. Ma’am, I don’t know the criticism that you are re-
ferring to. I have to tell you, I didn’t undermine a single policy. We
have emphasized it. We have talked about it. We have worked on
it. I think I am proud of the work that I did to continue to develop
and increase the capacity for the CIA to deliver a diverse work-
force, to meet the challenges, the intelligence challenges, in that
case, around the world.

Senator SHAHEEN. Well, I would just say Michael Weinstein, who
is a former Air Force officer who founded the Military Religious
Freedom Foundation, says that he has been seeing increasing com-
plaints from those inside the intelligence community under your
leadership. So I think there have been a number of concerns raised.

Mr. PoMPEO. Ma’am, if I might?

Senator SHAHEEN. Please.

Mr. POMPEO. The number of we call them no-fear complaints, the
statutory requirement decreased from 2016 to 2017 by 40 percent.

Senator SHAHEEN. Good.

Mr. PoMPEO. And I am proud of that. It is not enough. Whatever
the final tally was, it was too many. But I am proud of the record.
Not just—and I do not want to take full credit for that. The work
that my team has done on this, I am incredibly proud of. I sup-
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ported their efforts, and I will do the same—I will behave the same
way, if I am confirmed as the Secretary of State.

Senator SHAHEEN. Thank you. I am out of time.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you. Thank you so much.

Before turning to Senator Johnson, I just wanted to highlight
that I don’t think enough has been said or made of the fact that
Russia crossed the Euphrates with their own troops and were anni-
hilated. It was really a strong statement that I don’t think many
are paying as much attention to as should. And I appreciate you
highlighting that, incredible steps by our Pentagon.

Senator Johnson.

Senator JOHNSON. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Director Pompeo, thank you for your past service. I also want to
thank you and your family for your willingness to serve in this ca-
pacity. It is a sacrifice.

As you were walking by me, I mentioned that I have read a lot
of testimony for nominees, and this written testimony is probably
as good as I have seen. So anybody interested in this nomination
should really read it.

One of the reasons I liked it is I could see the concepts required
for effective management in it. And, of course, you are going to be
in charge of managing relationships. But the concepts I am talking
about are in your conclusion, the areas of agreement. That is how
you accomplish things, concentrate on the shared purposes, the
shared goals.

Obviously, in your handling of the CIA, you had a strategy in
how you were going to manage that prioritization of tasks. So as
I ask these questions, I want you keeping those concepts in mind.

In managing your relationship with almost all nations, there is
an economic relationship and there is a security relationship. Obvi-
ously, you are not Secretary of Commerce. You are not the U.S.
Trade Representative. You are the Secretary of State. You are con-
cerned, obviously, about security. But our negotiations in terms of
trade are going to have a great effect.

I just joined Steve Daines’ delegation to China, and I was struck
by what they were primarily concerned about. It was the Taiwan
Travel Act. We thought we were going to hear all kinds of things
about tariffs, and they were most concerned about that core area
of their interest, and don’t meddle with that.

But I just want you to comment on, how are you going to deal
with that conflict between the trade relationship and the security
relationship? And the reason I am pointing it out with China is we
were there. We also crossed into the DMZ. We were in the Blue
House, walked into North Korea. And from my standpoint, talking
about priorities, our number one priority with China, the relation-
ship with China, is to get them to continue, and they are effec-
tively, enforcing those sanctions, so that we can bring to conclusion
the dismantlement of the North Korean threat.

So can you speak to that conflict between trade, economic rela-
tionship, and security relationship?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, it is complex. At times, they are con-
flicting. At times, they are actually additive. That is, they work to-
gether.
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You can achieve a good economic outcome with a partner coun-
try. You can get assistance in other places on a diplomatic matter
that you care about deeply or on a military matter, a place that you
want them to assist the United States. So there are places that
good diplomacy can lead to making those not in conflict, not zero-
sum alternatives where you have to sacrifice an economic relation-
ship for a security relationship.

How do you do that? You build out teams. The State Department
has an enormous—Under Secretary E has an enormous an eco-
nomic team that, in my judgment, from what I can see over an ex-
tended period of time, has not been able to deliver as much value
as some of the other parts of the economic apparatus of the United
States Government. I am intent on finding the right people to
make sure that we have the tools so that we can make a full-
throated, a broad effort across all elements of the diplomatic spec-
trum.

And where it comes into conflict with security issues, I suppose
it is highly factual and contextual, but the idea—and certainly, we
have seen this with the issues with China today. We thought
through the risks. We identified relative priorities and attempted
to level set them, and then engaged in diplomatic activities such
that challenges that have been presented to China through the ac-
tions that have been taken by this administration over the past
weeks didn’t upset the apple cart with the good work that the Chi-
nese have done helping us on the North Korea challenge.

Senator JOHNSON. Do you agree with me that, in our relationship
with China, our top priority is their cooperation on North Korea?

Mr. PomPEO. It is.

Senator JOHNSON. I mean, currently.

Mr. POMPEO. It is. Today, that is the number one priority for this
administration. I agree with that.

Senator JOHNSON. Would you agree that, in terms of the best
way to bring China into full compliance with all the trade agree-
ments, that working with the other—our other trading partners,
having a good relationship with them, and having us as an alli-
ance, working with China and making sure they actually follow the
rules, would that also be probably the best way of achieving that?

Mr. PoMPEO. I do believe that, Senator.

Senator JOHNSON. What do you think—again, I went over to
China. I really wanted to hear their perspective.

What do you think their primary goal 1s? What is their strategy?
What are they trying to achieve?

And let me just say the three things they listed to us: bring a
billion people out of poverty, improve their environment, and avoid
a financial crisis. Those are their three top priorities that they told
us.
Mr. PoMPEO. Senator, I have heard similar things. I have actu-
ally, in my interactions, have heard the economic crisis listed first.
That is, they have this challenge of leverage inside of China today
they have to wind their way out of, and they have to do it through
economic growth. That was their priority.

That has the secondary benefit that you described of bringing the
next several hundred million people into middle-class China.
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When I have spoken with them, those were their two funda-
mental priorities.

Senator JOHNSON. So they have enormous challenges. So I guess
one of my points being is, rather than look at our relationship with
China as a win-lose situation, it sure makes an awful lot of sense
to me to try to redefine that and try to obtain a win-win situation.
Would you agree with that?

Mr. PoMPEO. Senator, I would agree that in most situations in
the world, with a handful of exceptions, there are opportunities to
not make the negotiation, the diplomacy, a zero-sum game.

And with respect to China in particular, I know that is true.

Senator JOHNSON. So to quickly switch to Russia, I think it is a
historic tragedy that Putin has taken this path. Can you describe,
in your words, what path has he taken? What are Russia’s aims?

Mr. PomPEO. I will take Vladimir Putin at his word, that the
greatest failure of the 20th century was the dissolution of the So-
viet Union. I think he believes that in his heart. And I think you
see his actions follow from that, attempts to regain power
through—and to maintain his power and maintain his popularity
through activity taking place outside, by poking America, to main-
tain his not only capability and enormous nuclear arsenal, but also
his desire to be perceived as such, as being perceived as a super-
power.

So I think each of the actions you take are to undermine democ-
racy in the West, such that the Soviet model, the now-Russian
model, is the one that is painted to the world as the one that will
lead the world to greatness. We know that is not true, and we can’t
let that happen.

Senator JOHNSON. So to prevent that from happening, we need
to be fully engaged, particularly in Europe, but anywhere Russia
is pushing and being aggressive.

For example, in the Balkans, I have been over to Serbia and
Kosovo a number of times. I think they are at a hinge point. I want
to encourage you—I think your Assistant Secretary Mitchell has
done a great job of certainly encouraging all of us to pay attention,
so that they decide to continue to look to the West because Russia
offers them nothing.

Can you just quickly comment?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I agree. I would add to that, when you say
everywhere, I would add to locations we see them being adventure-
some in is Latin America as well.

So I agree. We need to push back in each place that we confront
them in by every vector, cyber, economic. Each of those tools that
Vladimir Putin is using, we need to do our best to make sure that
he doesn’t succeed in what we believe his ultimate goal is.

Senator JOHNSON. Again, thank you for your willingness to serve.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you. Thank you very much.

Senator Coons.

Senator COONS. Thank you, Chairman Corker.

Thank you, Director Pompeo, for your willingness to step forward
and once again serve our country, and to your family and to you
for what has been a long career of public service in the United
States military, as an elected official, as the Director of CIA, and
now for this position.
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I appreciated the conversation we had yesterday, and the oppor-
tunity to follow up on some of the issues we discussed. And I am
optimistic you would follow through on your commitment to fight
for thfz State Department, for USAID, for resources and their per-
sonnel.

I think many of us on this committee have heard over the last
15 months real concerns about management, morale, budget cuts
and the State Department, USAID. And I am optimistic you would
fight for those professionals and you would respect their service.

I am also well-aware that you have a strong and close relation-
ship with the President. And as we discussed, I think a key role
for America’s chief diplomat is to advance not just our narrow in-
terests, our security or economic interests, but to also see our val-
ues as being a key part of those interests.

And T hope that you will both advise the President and, on occa-
sion, stand up to him, if he is doing things with which you dis-
agree, and that you will ensure that he considers the vital role of
diplomacy in responding to the threats we face around the world.

So let me just follow up, if I might, for a moment on a line of
questioning two of my colleagues pursued.

You are a magna cum laude graduate of Harvard Law School. I
couldn’t get into Harvard. I went to Yale Law School. As such, I
would assume that you would agree that rule of law is absolutely
essential to the values that define our democracy. Is that correct?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I only spoke publicly six—five times as a
CIA Director. Each time I spoke publicly, I spoke to—and maybe
there is an exemption. But each time, I spoke at some length about
the importance of the rule of law at the CIA, how we were a crea-
ture of law and how, if we didn’t do that, the fundamental failure
that that would lead to.

I believed it as a CIA Director. I believed it all my life. And I
will believe it as the Secretary of State, if I am confirmed, as well,
Senator.

Senator COONS. I think you made a strong statement that, if con-
firmed, it would be the seventh time you would raise your hand
and swear an oath to the Constitution.

So let me just go back to a line of questioning.

President Trump described Special Counsel Mueller’s investiga-
tion as an attack on what we all stand for, and he has repeatedly
threatened to fire Robert Mueller. He has threatened the investiga-
tion. He has threatened the attorney general in his tweets in ways
I find troubling.

Do you believe Special Counsel Mueller’s investigation is an at-
tack on our country and all we stand for?

Mr. PoMPEO. Senator, I hope you will take—I hope you will take
this the right way. As the Director of the CIA, I have been involved
in that investigation. I have worked with Senators Burr and War-
ner and with congressmen on the House Permanent Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence. I have been a participant in Special Counsel
Mueller’s activity.

I think anything I say with respect—I just—I want to avoid that
today. I apologize that I can’t speak more fully to that, but I hope
you will respect the fact that everything that I was asked to do in
my role as CIA Director related to any of these investigations I
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have done with as much thoroughness, as much depth, and as
much alacrity as our organization could achieve.

Senator COONS. I am convinced that if the President were to fire
the Special Counsel, or to interfere with his investigation by firing
Rod Rosenstein with an intention to then interfere with and shut
down this investigation, that it would put the rule of law genuinely
at risk.

If that were the case and if that happened, would you resign
your post as Secretary of State in order to demonstrate that we are
a Nation of laws, not of men?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I haven’t given that question any thought.
My instincts tell me no. My instincts tell me that my obligation to
continue to serve as America’s senior diplomat will be more impor-
tant at increased times of political domestic turmoil.

We have seen this in America before, right? This wouldn’t be the
first time that there has been enormous political turmoil. My recol-
lection of the history is that previous Secretaries of State stayed
the course, continued to do their work, continued to do the require-
ments statutory and constitutional that they had.

Having not given—having not given it a great deal of thought,
I am confident that that is the path that I would take.

Senator COONS. Well, Director Pompeo, I would urge you to give
it some thought. Many of us are giving it some real thought and
have had to do so for months.

And it is regrettable, I think, that we are in a place where we
are seriously discussing this rather than diving into the policy
questions that face us around the world. But I think there are mo-
ments when our values and what we do teaches to the world.

And whether the right course is to resign or engage and to speak
out against it and to counsel against it and to then work to restore
the rule of law, we could debate. But I think it is vital that we
have as our chief diplomat someone who understands our values,
as I believe you do, and who is willing to fight for them, even by
taking dramatic steps, like a resignation, in order to signal vig-
orous disapproval of what the President has done or might do.

Let me move on to another area, if I might.

When discussing Saddam Hussein, President Trump has said,
and I quote, “He was a bad guy, a really bad guy. But you know
what he did well? He killed terrorists. He did that so good. They
didn’t read them their rights. They didn’t talk. They were terror-
ists. It was over.”

And while we could debate whether or not Saddam Hussein was
a good guy or a bad guy, I think it is important—this is another
example, much like something we discussed, the President of the
Philippines and his conduct, where challenging an ally or chal-
lenging the historical record on behalf of our rights is important,
and our values.

So to what extent do you think that actions that curtail humans
rights and erode processes like due process and the rule of law by
foreign governments actually fuels instability, strengthens terrorist
threats, that when we are perceived as being on the side of a quick
and violent result, rather than the rule of law and a just result,
it actually makes us less safe?
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Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I think I agree with the—if I understood
the premise of the question correctly, I think I agree with it as laid
out, but I will try and repeat it for you and see if I got it right.

I agree. American behavior matters. The way we behave around
the world, our activities, the things we choose to do and not to do
matter. They are reflective.

One of the best memories I have had so far as CIA Director is
I was with a partner intelligence service leader who had been at
this a lot longer than I had, and we were walking in a dusty place.
And the CIA had done great work alongside them. They had been
a great partner for us as well.

He turned to me, and he said, “You know, the most important
thing that America has done for my team? It is great that you give
us some help. It is great that you teach us some technology and
some tools. The most important thing you have done for us is you
have set an example. You see officers behaving professionally, hav-
ing boundaries, existing under the rule of law, communicating. All
the professional behavior that your officers have exhibited has been
the most important thing you have done for our organization. You
have made us better.”

And so to your point, I think that is an example where, put aside
the policy or the work we did, the substantive work we did, it was
America’s norms that had proven truly valuable to this foreign
partner. I was incredibly proud to be the Director.

Senator COONS. I am glad to hear that example and to hear you
repeat our shared commitment to the rule of law as a core Amer-
ican value. But I do think that we are in a time when we are going
to have to confront questions about what we are willing to do in
order to demonstrate our fealty to the rule of law as a foundational
principle of our country.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you.

Just to give everyone a state of play, it is my understanding we
may have a vote at 2 o’clock, so we won’t have one soon. It is my
plan just to keep going.

So until that time, if our witness needs to take a break for other
reasons, Mary Elizabeth, just text Todd, and we will make that
happen.

And with that, Senator Flake.

Mr. POMPEO. Any good diplomat can outlast the folks he is talk-
ing to, Senator. [Laughter.]

The CHAIRMAN. I noticed you haven’t been drinking any water.
[Laughter.]

Senator FLAKE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

And thank you, Director, for the testimony so far. I had to pop
out for another hearing, so I apologize if I plow any old ground.

But can we talk about Iran for a minute? With the JCPOA, Iran
has already realized much of the benefit from this agreement, in
terms of money being released. Is that correct?

Mr. PomPEO. They have received great benefit from the JCPOA,
economic benefit from the JCPOA. Yes, that is correct.

Senator FLAKE. If we were to somehow get out of the agreement,
would there be an attempt to claw some of that money back?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I haven’t considered that.
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Senator FLAKE. I do not think that is a——

Mr. PomPEO. I would think that unlikely.

Senator FLAKE. Yes.
hMr. PoMPEO. There is not a tool inside the agreement to achieve
that.

Senator FLAKE. Right. That is my understanding, as well.

So, in effect, Iran has already realized much of the benefit from
the agreement. But if we were to exit the agreement now, we
would give them reason to renege on the agreements that they
have made on the nuclear side. Is that right?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, they are still receiving enormous economic
benefits, even as we sit here this morning. So there is continued—
so there is continued interest on the part of Iran to stay in this
deal. It is in their own economic self-interest to do so.

And I guess I would add, Iran wasn’t racing to a weapon before
the deal. There is no indication that I am aware of that, if the deal
no longer existed, that they would immediately turn to racing to
create a nuclear weapon today.

Senator FLAKE. My concern is certainly that they have realized
the benefits of the agreement.

In the end, I voted against the agreement. I applauded the last
President for negotiations. I thought that it should have been pre-
sented as a treaty before this body. I think it would have been a
better agreement, and something that I could have supported.

But now that it is in effect, and Iran has realized the benefits
of it economically, I think that we ought to think long and hard
about giving Iran now the ability, if we exit the agreement, to con-
tinue on, on the nuclear side and not uphold the obligations that
they agreed to under the treaty. I know that is being considered.

And then the other, with regard to North Korea, I am happy that
the President is talking, that discussions at the highest level are
had. I have always agreed that Presidents and Secretaries of State
and others ought to talk to rogue leaders. But I am concerned, I
think a lot of Americans are, that these discussions that usually
take place in that regard at the head of state level are preceded
by a lot of negotiations, meetings, and deliberation by people like
yourself and your able diplomats, who, if you are confirmed, you
will have at the State Department.

Do you have some of those concerns as well, that this first meet-
ing that is being discussed will take place perhaps prematurely be-
fore the hard negotiations that must be done by skilled diplomats
simply will not have been done?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, there is work being done today in prepara-
tion for the President’s proposed meeting with Kim Jong-un. So the
American people and you should know, there is work being done
in preparation for that.

The President’s view has been, and I agree with him, that the
model that we have used previously, long negotiations to get the
two leaders to the table, hasn’t happened. We haven’t had that op-
portunity to have these two leaders sit together to try to resolve
this incredibly vexing, difficult challenge.

So the President has judged that if the two of—there will be lots
of work to do. No one is under any illusions that we will reach a
comprehensive agreement through the President’s meeting. But to
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enable, to set out the conditions that would acceptable to each side,
for the two leaders who will ultimately make the decision about
whether such an agreement can be achieved and then set in place,
I am optimistic that the United States Government can set the con-
ditions for that appropriately, so that the President and the North
Korean leader can have that conversation and will set us down the
course of achieving a diplomatic outcome that America so—America
and the world so desperately need.

Senator FLAKE. Is there some concern that exiting the Iran
agreement might play poorly with regard to a possible agreement
with the North Koreans? It would seem that, if you are the North
Korean leader or negotiators on that side, they might be concerned
about our reliability, in terms of signing an agreement, if the next
President can simply exit it.

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, while I will concede we do not know pre-
cisely what Kim Jong-un is contemplating, how he is thinking
about his option set today, I have read lots of the analysis with re-
spect to what his concerns—how he is thinking about the chal-
lenges he faces today with the enormous economic pressure that
has been placed upon him. And the list of things that he is think-
ing about do not involve other deals throughout history. It is not—
it is not the case he is focused on how—did we pull out of the
START Treaty?

He is thinking about how it is he can set conditions so that we—
while we talk about complete, verifiable, reversal of his nuclear
program, he is thinking about the sustainment of his regime. What
are the tools, what are the assurances that can be put in place that
aren’t reversible? He is going to be looking for something more
than a piece of paper. He is going to be looking for a set of condi-
tions to be put in place so that he can undertake a task of
denuclearizing his country that, for decades, no one believed could
occur.

Senator FLAKE. Thank you. Turning to Africa for a minute, Sen-
ator Coons and I just traveled to four countries in Africa, including
Zimbabwe.

Zimbabwe is going through a transition, and they have a new
leader. Elections are scheduled for July and August. And we don’t
have an Ambassador there.

Will you commit to ensure that we have an Ambassador on the
ground—and a lot of that depends on us, but we move tend to move
it through as quickly as we can in this committee—but an Ambas-
sador on the ground in Zimbabwe when that transition occurs,
when the elections are held?

Mr. PoMPEO. Yes, Senator. It will, actually, in the first instance,
depend on me and the President to get a nomination to you, and
I commit to doing that post haste, if I am confirmed.

Senator FLAKE. Thank you. I will take offline some additional
questions on Cuba. We have had some private discussions on this.

I am concerned, in a similar vein, that we have just a skeletal
staff there in the Embassy, given the issues that occurred there.
But I think that it is an important time there. We are going any
a non-Castro head of state for the first time later this month.

Mr. PoMPEO. Yes.
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Senator FLAKE. So anyway, if we could beef that staff up, it
would be great as well. Thank you.

Mr. PoMPEO. Thank you, Senator Flake.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you.

Senator Udall.

Senator UDALL. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

And thank you for your service, Director Pompeo. And we really
appreciate having your family here, and look forward to you an-
swering our questions.

I want to follow up. I have worked with Senator Flake quite a
bit on Cuba, and follow up on the Cuba issue. Cuba is about to
choose its first leader who is not a Castro. Yet, the U.S. presence
in the country has been reduced significantly. And as a result,
other countries are filling this vacuum.

Will you work to help improve ties with Cuba, a relationship that
benefits many States hoping to increase trade with the island? As
you know, when I visited with you in my office, I talked about how
many Governors have gone to Cuba with their agricultural folks,
and said we—Cuba has 11 million people. We want to sell food
products to them, agricultural products to them.

So will you work to improve ties with Cuba?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I recall joking with you about Kansas
wheat.

The answer to your question is, yes. Senator Flake had asked
about the diplomatic presence there. I think everyone is aware of
some of the concerns, but I will assure you, and I will assure Sen-
ator Flake, as well, we will, consistent with making sure we can
keep these folks safe, we will build out a team there that will de-
liver American diplomacy to Cuba in a way that represents the fin-
est of America.

Senator UDALL. Now, as you know, U.S. internet companies,
Cuba has very, very little internet capacity. And this is one of the
things that I think really could open Cuba up to the world.

Do you believe United States companies should lead the effort to
help bring the internet to Cuba?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, that question sounds like there may be
something buried there that I may not be aware of. So if I
might

The CHAIRMAN. There is. [Laughter.]

Senator UDALL. Now, come on, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. POMPEO. So at the risk of demonstrating ignorance, I would
prefer the chance to talk to my experts at the State Department
and work my way through it.

Senator UDALL. Okay. And there is not really a trick there. I
mean, I have worked with a number of members of this committee
and others outside the committee to try to push the effort to have
the internet be a big part of our first push in Cuba.

As you know very well, and we talked about this in my office,
too, the State Department and the Defense Department work hand-
in-glove on these crucial issues. The job of the State Department
is to try to make sure we don’t get into unnecessary wars. Your
work, I think, is to work hard at diplomacy, search for peace, do
what we can, and make sure that we don’t get into another war.
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Are you committed to robust diplomacy, as our Ranking Member
Senator Menendez talked about, and committed to do everything
you can to prevent future wars?

Mr. POMPEO. Yes, sir.

Senator UDALL. Thank you.

I am going to follow up also on several members, on the Iran
deal. Director Pompeo, the Iran deal has effectively cut off all path-
ways to an Iranian nuclear weapons program. Compliance has been
certified repeatedly by the International Atomic Energy Agency
and both Israeli and U.S. intelligence agencies, one which you over-
see. Yet, you have said that, and I quote here, “Iran will have the
freedom to build an arsenal of nuclear weapons at the end of the
commitment.”

However, even when the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action
sunsets under the current deal, Iran will still remain a signatory
of the Non-Proliferation Treaty and a party to the IAEA’s addi-
tional protocol. IAEA inspectors are not going anywhere. And if
they did, the United States and the global community would have
ample time to react to any breakout. In fact, the international com-
munity, through the Secretary General, spoke out as to the impor-
tance of the JCPOA very recently.

This position, in light of your apparent support for U.S. policy of
regime change in Iran, really, the contrast there really upsets me.

In 2014, you said you would have preferred military strikes to
the JCPOA, and I quote here, this is your quote, “It is under 2,000
sorties to destroy the Iranian nuclear capacity. This is not an in-
surmountable task for the coalition forces.”

Is this your current position? And are you for a first military
strike?

Mr. POMPEO. I am not, Senator. I am absolutely not. I don’t think
that is what I said that day. I would have to go back and review,
with respect to the quote that you provided.

I know a little bit more about what it would take today. But in
terms of what I described as the capacity to achieve what I was
speaking to that day, I think I am still pretty close.

But there is no doubt that this administration’s policy and my
view is that the solution to preventing Iran from getting a nuclear
weapon, to finding ourselves in the same place we are in North
Korea in Iran, is through diplomacy.

Senator UDALL. Do you have any evidence to dispute the TAEA
assessment that Iran is in full compliance with the JCPOA?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, with the information that I have been pro-
vided, I have no—I have seen no evidence that they are not in com-
pliance today. I think your question is, do you have any? The an-
swer is no.

Senator UDALL. Yes. And I would just hope—I am very near to
the end of my time here. I would just hope that you understand
that the international community and the United States working
together is what got us to the point where we are. And so I think
it would be very unfortunate if we are the one that pulls back and
sets the stage for a very chaotic future.

Thank you very much.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. PomPEO. Thank you, Senator Udall.
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The CHAIRMAN. Before turning to Senator Cardin, on that note,
do you have any sense that, Chancellor Merkel and Macron’s visits
here, will that subject matter be discussed? They will be here be-
fore May 12th.

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I have not seen the agenda, but I would
be shocked if it didn’t come up.

The CHAIRMAN. And so there is still the possibility of the three
that matter coming together on a framework. And as we get closer
to that time, maybe people will be a little more focused on that oc-
curring.

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, having had some interactions with my Eu-
ropean counterparts, I am confident that issue will be discussed at
some length. It is important to them, and I know they will raise
their hopes and concerns when they travel here to the United
States in the coming days.

The CHAIRMAN. Senator Gardner.

Senator GARDNER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Director Pompeo, congratulations on the nomination.

To your family, thank you for your commitment to service. This
is no easy task that you are about to take part of, and I appreciate
your willingness to serve our country once again. Thank you.

Director Pompeo and I had an incredible opportunity to serve to-
gether on the House Energy and Commerce Committee for a num-
bers of years.

Mr. PoMPEO. We were with Senator Markey.

Senator GARDNER. There are several of us on this committee.

And we had the opportunity to sit next to each other, to work
together, and I can tell my colleagues on the committee that there
is no one who came better prepared with more understanding of
the issues and always looking for a creative answer. And the dili-
gence that he pursued that work to find that creative solution I
think is something that I always admired about his work in the
House. I know that continued as Director of the CIA and will con-
tinue upon his confirmation at the State Department.

I have one request, Director Pompeo, that is very important to
me. As Secretary of State, Kansas will have no greater authority
over water than they do right now—so anyway, we won’t get into
water fights between Colorado and Kansas right now.

I would like to submit, for the record, if I could ask consent to
submit a letter written by former senior government officials with
national security experience and administrations of different par-
ties or on Capitol Hill, people including General Alexander, Mi-
chael Allen, Jeremy Bash, General Mukasey, ask, for the record, it
to be submitted.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection.

[The material referred to above is located at the end of this tran-
script beginning on page 278.]

Senator GARDNER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Director Pompeo, you and I have had a number of opportunities
to talk about Asia. And if you look at Asia, it was written once that
this is the most consequential region for America’s future. The
largest armies in the world will camp in Asia. The most powerful
navies in the world will gather. Over one half of the world’s com-
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merce will take place. Two-thirds of the world will travel. Five of
America’s seven defense treaties, located in Asia. It is the region
where two superpowers will compete to determine which world
order will prevail.

Director Pompeo, several us on the committee, Senator Markey,
Senator Rubio, and I, are working on legislation that would help
speak with one voice, the administration and the Congress, when
it comes to Asia, creating a reassurance initiative that will allow
us to focus on three areas: economic matters; security matters; rule
of law, democracy matters.

Over the last Congress, we held a numbers of hearings, focusing
on those three areas, and in addition, a fourth hearing that focused
on this reassurance initiative and our effort to understand the fu-
ture of the U.S.-China relationship, something that at times has
been described as a Thucydides Trap by both Graham Allison and
I believe President Xi when he was here.

Director Pompeo, do you believe it is important that Congress
and the administration speak with one voice as it relates to Asia
and our Asia policy?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I do. You shared the outlines of that legis-
lation to me. I look forward to working with you to see if we can
get it right and do good for America by joining together to accom-
plish that.

Senator GARDNER. Can you share with me some of the priorities
you think should be in a comprehensive Asia policy?

Mr. PoMPEO. Goodness. So step one, obviously, is diplomacy,
making sure that there aren’t mistakes, that we don’t talk past
each other. We don’t end up—you talked about Thucydides Trap.
The ability to avoid that almost certainly depends on the capacity
for the two nations to speak to the things that they have as their
central interests, their core interests, and then those things that
are second-order importance, where cooperation will be the mark of
the day. I think diplomacy leads that effort.

As I think we would all agree, absent a strong America, the rest
of the things pale in comparison. We have to make sure we have
robust economic growth. The underpinnings of our capacity to have
the leverage to achieve good diplomatic outcomes depend on that.
And so we need to be sure that America does the things it needs
to do so we have not just 2018, 2019, and 2020, but a long-term
horizon of economic prosperity.

Senator GARDNER. I think you would agree with me as well that
the creation of a long-term policy, a generational policy, so to
speak, on Asia, an Indo-Pacific strategy, is what we need, not just
a 4-year, 8-year presidential-term strategy.

Mr. PoMmPEO. That is right. That is why what you describe is im-
portant, because when questions get asked about China, we can
never forget that they live in a complicated region with lots of
countries with widely varying interests, and a Chinese Government
that is intent on expanding their capacity to have not only eco-
nomic influence in those countries, but using that economic tool to
achieve political influence in those countries, as well.

We need a thoughtful, long-term strategy that prevents that from
taking place.
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Senator GARDNER. We will get into China a little bit more either
now or during the next round of questions, but I think it is impor-
tant to note that, even today, China has announced live-fire exer-
cises in the Taiwan Strait. We have seen the clear militarization
of the South China Sea. And these are just a few of the challenges
we have that have been lingering for a number of years, but, cer-
tainly, increasing in their importance today.

I want to shift right now, though, to North Korea. Do you agree
with Secretary Mattis that North Korea is the most urgent security
threat the United States faces?

Mr. PompEoO. I do.

Senator GARDNER. This committee has led the efforts over the
past several years to increase maximum pressure on North Korea
and Kim Jong-un regime with passage of legislation, the North
Korea Sanctions Policy Enhancement Act, and also working to-
gether to assure maximum pressure is applied.

Senator Markey and I have introduced legislation known as the
LEED Act, the Leverage to Enhance Effective Diplomacy, which
would impose a trade embargo on Pyongyang and its enablers.

Will the administration’s maximum pressure and engagement
policy mean a continued pursuit of third-party entities and finan-
cial institutions who engage in significant trade with Pyongyang?

Mr. POMPEO. Yes.

Senator GARDNER. Will you commit to advance this LEED Act
and others like it that include mandatory sanctions against these
entities?

Mr. PoMPEO. Well, I am not familiar with the details.

Senator GARDNER. It is a great bill. [Laughter.]

Mr. PoMPEO. The President has made clear, the continuation of
the pressure campaign is the tool that enables the opportunity to
achieve a successful diplomatic outcome in North Korea.

Senator GARDNER. And, briefly—we have about a minute left
here—can you share with me the exact goals of the presidential
summit between the United States and North Korea?

Mr. PomMPEO. Yes, I believe I can. It is to develop an agreement
with the North Korean leadership, such that the North Korean
leadership will step away from its efforts to hold America at risk
with nuclear weapons, completely and verifiably.

Senator GARDNER. To be clear, again, the only goal the United
States has as it relates to North Korea is the complete and
verifiable, irreversible denuclearization of the North Korean re-
gime.

Mr. PoMPEO. I want to be careful about “complete.” North Korea
also has a significant military arsenal, one of the largest armies in
the world. We need to ensure that we continue to provide a stra-
tegic deference framework for our allies in the region, the South
Koreans, the Japanese, and others as well.

But the purpose of the meeting is to address this nuclear threat
to the United States.

Senator GARDNER. And our goal remains, the complete and
verifiable, irreversible denuclearization.

Mr. POMPEO. Yes, sir. That is correct.

Senator GARDNER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you.
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Senator Kaine.

Senator KAINE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Director Pompeo, congratulations for this nomination.

During the negotiation over the Iran nuclear deal in 2014, you
opposed the deal and you stated, “It is under 2,000 sorties to de-
stroy the Iranian nuclear capacity. This is not an insurmountable
task for the coalition forces.”

A number of people opposed the deal, but you were somewhat
unique in publicly venturing the thought that military action might
be preferable to a deal or easier than some folks were suggesting.

Where did you get the notion that destroying Iran’s nuclear ca-
pacity could be accomplished with 2,000 air sorties?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, it was based on things that I had learned
as a Member of Congress.

Senator KAINE. Your military career and as a member of the
House Intel Committee?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, yes. I think that is right. I am trying to
remember the timing of the statement. I think I would have been
serving on the Intelligence Committee, at that point in time.

Senator KAINE. Would you have—at the time, did you have any
reluctance to share that assessment publicly? That seems like a
pretty specific sort of assessment. To say I am confident in our ca-
pacity, is one thing. To publicly discuss that it would be 2,000 sor-
ties to wipe out the Iranian nuclear capacity struck me as odd.

Did you have any reluctance to share that, at the time?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, that wasn’t—mno classified information was
contained in that simple statement.

Senator KAINE. Wouldn’t that sort of specificity probably rely on
an awful lot of classified information or——

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, 2,000 is a pretty big, round number. This
was—this was—there was no effort here to make any—it might
have been 1,000. It might have been 3,000, all right? There was no
aim to communicate it.

But I actually, to your point——

Senator KAINE. Well, you weren’t trying to be inaccurate in
your——

Mr. PoMPEO. No, Senator. Absolutely not. I never try to do that.

But if I might, and we may disagree about this, Senator, I do
think it is important—I absolutely think it is important to provide
diplomats with the opportunity to be successful. Countries that are
adverse to us do not often accede to our desires absent a rationale
for doing so, right? So diplomats——

Senator KAINE. Let me ask you——

Mr. PoMPEO. Diplomats without any strength, diplomats without
any capacity, are just sitting there talking.

Senator KAINE. And I agree. I think stating that we have a lot
of capacity is one thing. I was just struck by the specificity.

Would it be your norm to share that kind of information publicly
in such specific detail?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I am confident, if I had done it multiple
times, you would raise them with me here today.

Senator KAINE. Your assessment, I wonder whether your assess-
ment, did you assume that Iran might respond to an attack by the
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Un‘i>ted States, or were you just assuming that they would do noth-
ing?

Mr. PoMPEO. Senator, I don’t know that I was—I don’t know in
the context of that statement that I was thinking about——

Senator KAINE. But you would agree with me that the extent of
force that the U.S. would need to use to destroy Iran’s nuclear ca-
pacity would depend pretty significantly on whether Iran would
fight to protect against an attack on its own soil.

Mr. POMPEO. Yes, sir. Absolutely, Senator.

Senator KAINE. And then you venture that the attack would not
be an insurmountable task for coalition forces. And I curious that,
too.

Most of our coalition forces in 2014 were sitting around the table
with us, trying to do a peaceful negotiation to end Iran’s nuclear
capacity. It sounds as though you had confidence that the U.S.
could not do a deal and then convince coalition partners to join us
in bombing Iran.

I am curious what coalition partners you were thinking about as
you made that comment.

Mr. PoMPEO. Senator, I wasn’t—I wasn’t thinking of any par-
ticular coalition partners when I made that statement.

Senator KAINE. Okay. Those comments when I heard them about
the relative ease of a war against Iran reminded me of the run-up
to the Iraq war. Vice President Cheney said we would be greeted
as liberators. The President said there were definitely weapons of
mass destruction. Secretary Rumsfeld said the invasion would
largely be self-financing and would last “5 weeks or 5 months. It
is certainly not going to last any longer.”

Of course, we know that the cost to the United States was 4,400
soldiers dead, 500,000 Iraqis dead, a price tag now topping $3 tril-
lion, and unprecedented turmoil in the region. And most of those
facts were known at the time that you made that statement in
2014.

Let me say this, I am one of two Senators who serve on the both
the Foreign Relations and the Armed Services Committees. I rep-
resent a State that is deeply committed to the Nation’s military
mission. I have a son in the military. I honor your military service,
your entire public service.

I think my mission on these two committees is sort of two things:
dramatically reduce the risk of unnecessary war; raise the prob-
ability that we decisively win any war that we need to be in.

I also firmly believe that we shouldn’t be at war without a vote
of Congress. And your actions as a House Member suggest that you
and I probably see this somewhat the same way.

In 2011, I criticized President Obama for putting us into military
action against Libya without a vote. And you voted twice to oppose
military action unless it was authorized by Congress.

In 2014, President Obama came to this committee to ask for the
military authority to strike Syria. You supported that in the House.
I supported it here in the Senate. The committee supported it.

Now, President Trump has fired—ordered missile strikes fired at
Syria last year. He didn’t seek congressional approval. The U.S.
conducted airstrikes against the Syrian military in February with-
out congressional approval.
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The President is tweeting that he might do additional military
strikes in Syria now, and he is also aiming words directly at Rus-
sia.

S As far as I know, Syria has not declared war against the United
tates.

Has Congress given the President specific authority to wage war
against Syria?

Mr. PoMPEO. Senator, I think you and I actually do share similar
bias for the executive and legislative branches both to be involved
when such momentous decisions about war are undertaken.

Now that I am in the executive branch, my views on that have
not changed.

Senator KAINE. And you would agree with me that waging war
requires a both a domestic and an international legal justification?

Mr. PoMPEO. Yes. Yes, Senator, I would.

With respect, you asked—I don’t want to dodge your very specific
question. You asked about Syria.

For a long time, multiple administrations have found that the
President has authority to act and take certain actions without
first coming to Congress to seek approval. Whether it was Kosovo,
the list from Democrats and Republicans is long and like.

Senator KAINE. Let me ask:

Mr. PoMPEO. Just to close, I share your view. In each case where
it is—where we can, America and our soldiers and sailors, airmen
and marines are better off if we have the entirety of the United
States Government working together in having authorized the ac-
tivity.

Senator KAINE. For the past year, I have been trying to secure
the administration’s detailed legal justification for last April’s
strikes on the Shayrat military base in Syria. The administration
has not fully provided it. And there is reportedly a memo that is
laying out a description of what the President or the administra-
tion feels are the appropriate executive powers.

Would you support the release of the unclassified portion of that
memo to Congress so that we can see what the President thinks
his powers are and engage in a productive dialogue about that?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I learned about this memo. I think you
shared it with me. I was unaware of that. I promise I will work
alongside you to do the best I can to get you that information. And
if it is a classified version of it that you have a right as a member
of the legislative branch to see, I will work to get you that. And
if it is an unclassified version, we will work to achieve that as well.

Senator KAINE. Excellent. Thank you.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you.

Before turning to Senator Young, so then, specifically, a surgical
strike against—let’s just use the last one that occurred with 59
Tomahawk missiles. Do you believe that does require an authoriza-
tion from Congress?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, multiple administrations have taken those
kinds of activities under the President’s authority.

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. So I was ranking member when our chair-
man and I and the committee wrote an authorization for the use
of force against Syria, that, unfortunately, was not used and has
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changed the course of history, unfortunately, and displaced millions
of people and hundreds of thousands of people are dead. And not
to say that that would have necessarily prevented all of that, but
it certainly would have changed the trajectory significantly.

I agree with you, and I have shared that with the President just
in the last very short period of time, that I do not believe that
should he choose to take a surgical strike against Syria, that an
authorization from us is necessary, just based on a body of evidence
that we have and the things that have occurred in the past.

And I, like you, opposed strongly what we did in Libya. And I
think that is complicating our efforts in North Korea, because of
obvious reasons.

So with that, Senator Young?

Senator YOUNG. Welcome, Mr. Director. Congratulations on your
nomination.

My point of emphasis, as I start here, won’t be on trying to iden-
tify some areas of principled disagreement. I suspect, if we worked
hard enough, we might be able to find some of those. But I want
to emphasize the importance of having a smart, experienced indi-
vidual as our next Secretary of State. Based on my time serving
with you in the House of Representatives, you have certainly
checked those boxes.

And we also need a leader who is credible, not just with our own
President, but with leaders around the world. And you have also
checked that box.

So I want to encourage you, and I anticipate supporting you.

In our March visit in our office, we spent much of our time talk-
ing about crises around the world. You will certainly be immersed
in these, should you be confirmed. But we also spent a lot of time
talking about communication, the level of responsiveness of the
State Department. And I was quite candid with you about my un-
happiness from time to time with the Department of State and the
level of responsiveness I had seen over the last year or so, though
it has significantly improved. There has been an uptick in dialogue
between the department and my office, and I think this committee
more generally, in recent months.

We have an Article One responsibility, which you understand
very well. This is the committee of jurisdiction that oversees the
State Department. And I just want to get you on record here.

You indicated in your prepared statement that you are prepared
to pick up our calls on the first ring. I think that is exactly the sort
of message that you ought to be sending.

So to be clear, do you commit to ensure that the Department of
State provides timely and responsive answers to me and my office?

Mr. PoMPEO. Senator, as the CIA Director, I adopted the Leon
Panetta model, which was, more time, more cups of coffee, have
real interactions, whether you agree or disagree with a particular
Member. To do that and to provide the committee the documents
to which they are duly entitled as elected officials, I promise to do
that for you.

Senator YOUNG. That is refreshing. Thank you.

Mr. Director, do you agree that the U.S. national security—our
national security depends in large measure on a vibrant and grow-
ing economy?
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Mr. PomPEoO. I do.

Senator YOUNG. In your prepared testimony, you mentioned Chi-
na’s systematic policies of stealing our intellectual property, of
forced technology transfer, and associated activities. You also men-
tioned just moments ago that China is using mostly economic tools
against us to achieve broader geopolitical, geostrategic ends.

Do you believe these policies by Beijing have already undermined
and, if they continue unabated, will continue to undermine our
ability as a country to realize our potential for economic growth, to
incentivize investment in key technologies and key sectors of our
economy, and to sustain the financial wherewithal that is required
to defend our country and advance our values worldwide?

Mr. PoMPEO. Yes, Senator, I do. I think those risks are real. I
think they are on us today. That is, I think we are in the midst
of that. This is not some future risk that is presented to the coun-
try. I think we have to confront it today.

Most directly on point is the enormous amount of intellectual
property that has left the hands, sometimes taken, sometimes co-
erced out of the hands of U.S. companies. The imagination, cre-
ativity of the American workforce has delivered it, and the Chinese
have taken it away from us. We have to develop a robust set of
tools—there are a bunch of tools that we need, and to do that well,
such that we can prevent that from continuing to happen in the fu-
ture.

Senator YOUNG. Relatedly, earlier, you spoke of the need for, my
words, a China strategy. So my sense is, you believe we need a
whole-of-government, well-coordinated, informed, strategic response
to China’s coercive, illicit, and deceptive economic and trade prac-
tices.

Is that correct?

Mr. PomMPEO. That is correct, Senator Young.

Senator YOUNG. I do, too. That is why I intend to introduce this
month some legislation on this very topic.

I am going to require, through this legislation, working with my
colleagues and the administration, the periodic production of a na-
tional economic security strategy. I welcome the opportunity to
work with the administration, you, in particular, and any colleague
who shares these goals.

I think we will get this across the line. It is needed now more
than ever.

Do you believe that a U.S. response, Mr. Director, to China will
be more effective if we assemble a multilateral coalition of allies
and key trade partners who also suffered, due to Beijing’s economic
policies and trade practices, to create a unified international front
to apply maximum pressure on Beijing to achieve our objectives, as
opp(‘)?sed to a merely bilateral dynamic, which I perceive we have
now?

Mr. PoMPEO. I agree with that. I mean, conceptually, if we can
get the countries of Southeast Asia, more broadly in Asia, and oth-
ers to jointly set up a framework that achieves what it is that you
have described as our objective, we are far more likely to achieve
most or all of it.

Senator YOUNG. Mr. Director, given the challenges we confront
with Russia, Iran, North Korea, China, and beyond, do you believe
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our Nation’s need for effective diplomacy will decrease in the com-
ing year or 2?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, that seems unimaginable. But if I am good
enough, I am hopeful that we can begin to take some of these chal-
lenges away.

I was mindful, I had all the former CIA Directors in, nearly all
of them attended. And to a person, they had been there, some of
them, 20 and 25 years ago. They said, Mike, the stack has only got-
ten longer. We have not pulled one of these problem sets from the
pile.

And we need to do that. We need to start to solve some of these.

Senator YOUNG. So your response, though humorous, actually is
something I would like to shine a light on. Because the previous
occupant of the Secretary of State position once indicated that part
of the rationale behind his funding request for the Department of
State was that there would be less of a need, on account of highly
effective, near-term diplomacy, for as much funding.

Now, any large organization here in Washington or beyond can
be made more efficient, and we can identify funding decreases that
might be made. But I would regard it as a risky strategy to assume
that your highly effective diplomacy is going to be a strong rational
for funding cuts.

Are you operating under the premise that highly effective diplo-
macy will lead to lower funding requests in the international ac-
count?

Mr. PoMPEO. No. When I said that I am optimistic, I hopeful.
This is the task in which we are engaged, but I can’t see anything
in the 6- or 12- or 24-month time horizon that would permit us to
have any less demand for diplomatic resources.

Senator YOUNG. That strikes me as responsible. Thank you, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you.

Former House Energy Committee cohort to the witness, Senator
Markey.

Senator MARKEY. Thank you. Along with Senator Gardner and
many others, many, many members.

So welcome, sir.

Mr. PoMPEO. Thank you.

Senator MARKEY. I want to talk about the threat of nuclear war.

In North Korea, I am glad to hear that you believe that we
should exhaust all options before resorting to military conflict. I
agree with you. But I do not believe that we have yet exhausted
all options. You have spoken about setting conditions for success in
advance of President Trump’s meeting with Kim Jong-un, and I am
right now very concerned that the lack of a coherent policy in
North Korea could lead to a very poor meeting.

And if that meeting goes poorly, some might reach the conclusion
that both economic pressure and diplomatic engagement have
failed. National Security Advisor John Bolton has recently outlined
the case for preventative military strikes on North Korea.

Are there any conditions under which you would support pre-
ventative military strikes against North Korea as Secretary of
State?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, thanks for the question.
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That phrase, “preventive military strikes,” has a long history.
Lots of folks have different views. I want to be careful. There is a
legal view. There is preemption. I want to stay away from the
legal.

Let me give you my judgment, my diplomatic and national secu-
rity judgment, on that. I want to start with the predicate of your
question.

While I don’t want to speculate or hypothesize on how the nego-
tiation might go, it is my full anticipation that however that meet-
ing goes, there will be enormous diplomatic work yet remaining. To
your point, we have not yet exhausted our capacity there. I think
there is an awfully long way to go.

The President has made clear, and I agree with him, that there
may come that day. There may come the day when we see an arse-
nal of nuclear weapons capable of striking the United States of
America. The President has made clear his intention to prevent
that from happening. And to the extent that diplomatic tools and
other tools that America has as its foreign policy power are unsuc-
cessful, I know that Secretary Mattis has been directed to present
to the President a set of options that will achieve the President’s
objective.

Senator MARKEY. Right. Secretary Mattis has said that we are
never out of diplomatic options. And let me get your response to
this, because they are going to be some who make that rec-
ommendation, that we have tried our diplomatic and economic
sanctions, and Kim was absolutely unresponsive in this meeting
with the President.

Let me remind you that the Pentagon has stated that, “The only
way to locate and destroy with complete certainty all components
of North Korea’s nuclear weapons programs would be through a
ground invasion.”

And as you know, projections for a conventional war on the pe-
ninsula estimate that between 30,000 and 300,000 U.S. personnel
could die in the first days of a conflict.

You are a military man. You understand this. Is there any cir-
cumstance under which you would concur with John Bolton that,
with the exhaustion of economic sanctions, from his perspective,
that a ground invasion of North Korea would be necessary, in order
to rid that country of its nuclear weapons program?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I suppose I could hypothesize such situa-
tions. So I will answer your question as, could I imagine one? Yes.
Yes, Senator, I could.

I mean, I suppose it is possible that we would get to the condi-
tion where—and I think there would be wide consensus on this
panel—where Kim Jong-un was directly threatening, and we had
information about his activities. Yes, I can imagine times when
America would need to take a response that moved past diplomacy.

Senator MARKEY. Yes, well, I would say to you that the con-
sequences of the United States initiating an attack against North
Korea would be catastrophic

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I agree with that.

Senator MARKEY.—if we had not been attacked—if we had not
been attacked.
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And that is what concerns me about John Bolton. And I think
the American people will want reassurances from you, that you
would not consider such an action, because, ultimately, he already
has nuclear weapons. And it would be catastrophic almost imme-
diately, if we decided to make a first strike against him.

So I don’t feel comfortable with you not taking that off the table,
but I would like to move on to Saudi Arabia and the 123 agreement
that is being negotiated with them. Again, I am going to quote Mr.
Bolton, that civil nuclear cooperation, or 123, agreements between
the U.S. and other countries must include the gold standard, a
commitment to forgo any uranium enrichment or spent-fuel reproc-
essing, two technologies critical to the development of nuclear
weapons.

Do you believe that any agreement that we negotiate with Saudi
Arabia should, in fact, have a gold standard?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, yes. One of my critiques of the arrange-
ment we reached with Iran was that it was insufficiently close to
such a standard.

Senator MARKEY. So, I do not feel comfortable with you not tak-
ing that off the table, but I would like to move on to Saudi Arabia
and the 123 agreement that is being negotiated with them. And,
again, I am going to quote Mr. Bolton, that “Civil nuclear coopera-
tion, or 123 agreements, between the U.S. and other countries
must include the gold standard, a commitment to forgo any ura-
nium enrichment or spent-fuel reprocessing, two technologies crit-
ical to the development of nuclear weapons.” Do you believe that
any agreement that we negotiate with Saudi Arabia should, in fact,
have a gold standard?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, yes. One of my critiques of the arrange-
ment we reached with Iran was it was insufficiently close to such
a standard.

Senator MARKEY. So, you support the gold standard.

Mr. PoMPEO. I do, and I—while I have not been part of the nego-
tiation, Senator, I know that the State Department and the Depart-
ment of Energy are working towards achieving that.

Senator MARKEY. Right. So, would you oppose any agreement
that was less than the gold standard; that is, that ultimately per-
mitted for uranium enrichment or plutonium reprocessing tech-
nology on the soil of Saudi Arabia?

Mr. PoMPEO. Senator, I cannot—I cannot answer that. I can
imagine that we got close, but not quite to the full definition of the
gold standard. I do not want to hypothesize. So, the answer, I
guess, is, yes, I can imagine such a scenario.

Senator MARKEY. Well, how you think Iran would respond if we
pulled out of the agreement with Iran while simultaneously agree-
ing to a deal where Saudi Arabia could receive plutonium reproc-
essing and uranium enrichment equipment? How do you think they
would respond?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, this is precisely my concern with the Iran
agreement.

Senator MARKEY. Right, so that is the question I am asking you.
What would be the response?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, they
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Senator MARKEY. If we were providing nuclear weapons material
to the Saudi Arabians?

Mr. PomPEO. Yes, Senator, I think they would take it into ac-
count. And remember, when we are talking about nuclear weapons,
we are most often talking about multiple components. We are talk-
ing about fissile material, the capacity to weaponize in a delivery
mechanism often through missile systems today Iran has the ca-
pacity to do.

Senator MARKEY. Right, but

Mr. PomMPEO. I am just speaking to the challenge that the Saudi
Arabians also see

Senator MARKEY. I appreciate that.

Mr. POMPEO.—from our failure to negotiate a sound agreement
with Iran.

Senator MARKEY. This is going to be a very dangerous concoction.
If we pull out of the Iran deal, give nuclear weapons materials to
or permit them to obtain nuclear weapons making materials in
their country, the juxtaposition of abandoning the Iran deal while
simultaneously giving their arch rival, Saudi Arabia, a sweetheart
deal is going to lead to a highly combustible condition in the Mid-
dle East that is avoidable if we reinforce the Iran deal, ensure that
it is being complied with, while also maintaining a gold standard.
Otherwise, what the Saudi Arabians are going to want is to put on
third base with a lead with nuclear weapons construction mate-
rials. And I think this Administration will be making a terrible
mistake if it negotiates a deal that allows the Saudi Arabians to
do that.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. POMPEO. Thank you, Senator Markey.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you. Before turning to Senator Isakson,
we have talked with Secretary Perry, and I could not agree more
that we need to stress a gold standard. I at the same time I under-
stand that, I mean, when you have given Iran the right to enrich,
everybody in the region is going to want the right to enrich. So, you
have got your work cut out for you over the next period of time,
and it is quite a—it is very difficult to tell an Arab nation that they
cannot when we said that the Shia can, so. Senator Isakson.

Senator ISAKSON. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Congratulations on
your nomination. Best of luck to you, and we will be here to sup-
port you in any way that we can. I certainly can.

Mr. PoMPEO. Thank you, Senator.

Senator ISAKSON. Let me start off by saying thank you to the De-
partment, to the State Department, and to this Administration on
the open skies agreements, which you may or may not be familiar
with. But if you are not, they are essential to the aviation industry
and for our country. And this Administration and the Bureau of
Economic Development at the State Department have done a great
job seeing to it that open skies is enforced. And I hope you will
commit when you get to the State Department that you will con-
tinue that help and enforcement.

Mr. PomPEO. I will, Senator Isakson. Yes, sir.

Senator ISAKSON. Thank you very much. Secondly, I think Am-
bassador Haley is gone, but let me say this anyway. I am a big fan
of Africa, and I have developed an affinity for Africa since I have
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been on this committee, Foreign Relations, and traveled there ex-
tensively. And I think it is kind of the 21st century in many re-
spects for our country and for everybody else. China is dem-
onstrating they think it is important because they are spending a
lot of money and building a lot of buildings and things of that na-
ture.

Strategically, the Straits of Hormuz and many of the locations
they have, and what has been going on in the Persian Gulf where
Africa is tremendously powerful, helpful. There are a million and
a half people there, 150 million alone in Nigeria. Lots of oppor-
tunity economically, but it is important that we focus and help
them build, and develop, and grow. Are you familiar with the Mil-
lennium Challenge Corporation?

Mr. PoMPEO. Yes, Senator, I am familiar with it at some level.

Senator ISAKSON. Well, I am a big fan. I think President Bush
did a phenomenal job by establishing that program as sort of a
partnership economically to help build infrastructure in those coun-
tries and have developed boards—governing boards of the Millen-
nium Challenge accounts that held the African countries who re-
ceive the investment responsible for ending corruption, having bet-
ter worker laws in their country, and being a partner with the
United States to economically developing their country. So, I hope
as Secretary of State when you have the chance, you will focus on
the Millennium Challenge account, Challenge Corporation, and
what they are doing because it is a great——

It is part of that soft power that we have the capability to use
to win a lot of friends and influence a lot of enemies. And the rea-
son I use Ambassador Haley as an example, we from time to time
need a lot of money—votes in the UN. The more friends we can
make in countries like Africa, the more votes we can influence to
help us on big issues that we need in the United Nations. So, I
hope you will focus on Africa when you have the chance and realize
what the State Department has done.

Lastly, I want to—this is kind of an editorial statement. My ex-
perience with the State Department has been that it has been in
a blue funk for about a year and a half. And one of the things, and
I told you this when you came to my office, I thought there was
a real need for a perk or an adjustment and for an attitude im-
provement at the State Department. I think you are the oppor-
tunity to be that catalyst at the Department. To your credit, your
critics and your complimenters, or whatever that term should be,
at the—at the CIA give you high marks for bringing that Agency
back in enthusiasm, and motivation, and in mission.

And I think your meetings with Mike that you referred to you
in your opening and your printed statements were exactly the seed
for them because all of sudden, employers had a chance to speak
out to you, tell you what they needed to be done. And you had the
chance in that environment to tell them what they could be as a
partner with you to help that happen.

And as I understand it, and I am not shilling for anyone, but as
I understand it, the attitudes of the State Department are the best
that they have probably ever been because the unity there is
strong. And the understanding of the mission of the rank and file
employees is great. So, I want to challenge you to replicate where



55

possible in the State Department that same energy and fire that
you have at the CIA because the State Department needs it des-
perately. And the State Department is our hope for peaceful settle-
ments of difficult problems and putting our best foot forward early
so we do not have to put our biggest foot forward late. And if you
can do what you did at the CIA at the State Department, you will
be a great Secretary.

Would you commit to trying to replicate what you have done
there already? And please free to brag about yourself. [Laughter.]

Mr. PoMPEO. Senator, well, I would like to do just the opposite
of that. What you have described took place because of the talented
officers, the expertise, the professionals at the Central Intelligence
Agency. That is, I had enormous human capital with which to build
a team. And I know the State Department is the same way. I know
that the local employees, the civil servants, the Foreign Service of-
ficers have that same esprit, that same desire for mission and to
be relevant, and to be important, and to do the——

If you sign up to be a Foreign Service officer, if you decide to de-
vote your life to that, you have a special commitment. And my
task, if I am confirmed, will be to free them up to go to do the great
work that they signed up to do when they came aboard at the State
Department. I will work at that every day.

Senator ISAKSON. Well, you just demonstrated by giving the cred-
it to the employees of the CIA exactly why you were such a popular
director there, and I am sure will continue at the State Depart-
ment. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you. Thank you very much. Senator Book-
er.
Senator BOOKER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. And thank you, Mr.
Pompeo. I do want to just say, again, I appreciate you coming by
and showing me the respect and deference, to give me some time
yesterday so we could talk in private.

Mr. PoMPEO. You are most welcome.

Senator BOOKER. I want to pick up on one of the themes we
talked at length about, and that involves many of your past state-
ment concerning Muslim-Americans. And perhaps I just want to
start with some of your language. In a speech, you talked about
folks who “worshiped other gods and called it multiculturalism.”
You sort of mourned that we live in a country where that happens.
Do you have any views that the Muslim faith or people who believe
in worshiping “other gods,” is that just something negative in our
country?

Mr. PoMPEO. No, Senator, you can look at my record. You do not
have to take my word for it here today. My record is exquisite with
respect to treating people of each and every faith with the dignity
they deserve, to protect their right to practice their religion or no
religion for that matter in the way that they want to. I have done
that when I ran Thayer Aerospace

Senator BOOKER. My time is limited, so if I could follow up.

Mr. PomMPEO. But it—but it is important because I have heard—
I have heard these critiques, and you raised it yesterday. I have
worked closely with Muslim leaders, with Muslim countries. The
CIA has saved countless, thousands of Muslim lives during my 15
months. This is—this is at the core of who I am, Senator Booker,
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and I promise you that I will treat persons of each faith or no faith
with the dignity and respect that they deserve.

Senator BOOKER. Your words right now are really encouraging.
Words do matter. It is not just actions. In a Nation of bigotry
where you see too much bigotry and hatred, you and I both know
words matter. So, I do understand your actions, and I will stipulate
to the actions you just said, but I really want to get to the bottom
of people who are going to be reading your past statements and
give you a chance to further explain them.

And I would like to go back to what we talked about, you and
I, about this idea, and I'm quoting you, “the special obligation falls
on Muslims in regards to terrorist attacks in our country.” And you
said something very dramatic, and I know you know this. You said
that people who are silent are complicit in those terrorist attacks.
Do you think that Muslim-Americans in this country who serve in
our military, who serve in the State Department, their failure to
speak up, is that their—are they complicit in terrorist attacks?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, each and every human, not just Ameri-
cans, each and every human being has an obligation to push back
against this extremist use of violence from whatever faith.

Senator BOOKER. So, you do not create a special class of people
in this country based upon their religion that have a special obliga-
tion, as you said, to condemn terrorist attacks.

Mr. PomPEO. No, Senator. Having said that, and you and I had
a chance to talk about this yesterday. I am not sure we ended up
completely agreeing, but perhaps we did. I also do believe this firm-
ly, that for certain places, for certain forms of violence, there are
certain who are better positioned, folks who are more credible,
more trustworthy, have a more shared experience. And so, when it
comes to—when it comes to making sure that we do not have a ter-
rorist brewing in places where Muslims congregate.

There is a special place, right? They have an—it is more than a
duty. It is more than a requirement. It is an opportunity, right, to
be treated—when someone from another faith says it, it can get
characterized

Senator BOOKER. If I can go on because I have some more ques-
tions. So, you think that Muslims in America who are in positions
of leadership have a different category of obligation because of their
religion. That is what I am hearing you saying.

Mr. PomPEO. I do not see it—it is not an obligation. It is an op-
portunity, Senator.

Senator BOOKER. Okay. So, it is interesting because I would
agree with you that silence in the face of injustice. We have seen
this in the Holocaust. We have seen this in the Civil Rights Move-
ment. I do agree with you that silence in the face of injustice lends
strength to that injustice. I do have a problem, though, when you
start creating, dicing up American people and saying “certain
Americans.” I do not care if it is Kareem Abdul-Jabbar or Muslims
that serve on my staff, that they are in positions of leadership that
suddenly have a special obligation. I do believe, though, all of us
when it comes to violent actions or even violent words have an obli-
gation.

And so, I am wondering, sir, do you—do you know Frank
Gaffney?
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Mr. PomPEO. Yes, I do.

Senator BOOKER. And you have been on his show dozens of
times.

Mr. PoMPEO. I was on his show some, yes, Senator.

Senator BOOKER. I have here over 20 times. And he has talked
about Muslims should be—who abide by the adherence of their
faith should be considered—should be tried for acts of sedition and
should be prosecuted. Did you remain silent when you were on his
show? Did you ever question because I have a lot of his statements
here. Did you remain silent on the—and from my notes at least,
you are a friend of his. Were you silent in your position against
these words that are violative of the American Constitution? Were
you silent with him?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, my record on this is unambiguous.

Senator BOOKER. Sir, then that is your response, you did not say
anything to call out his remarks. What about Brigitte Gabriel? Do
you know her?

Mr. PompEoO. I do.

Senator BOOKER. Someone who has been—runs an organization
that has been considered a hate group by the Anti-Defamation
League and the Southern Poverty Law Center. Have you—were
you silent? Did you ever call her out on her remarks that are hate-
ful or bigoted?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I have spoken to a number of groups in
my—I believe my record with respect to tolerance

Senator BOOKER. But you were——

Mr. PomPEO. I think——

Senator BOOKER. Yes or no, did you ever call her out?

Mr. PoMPEO. Senator, I could not tell you. I do not recall each
statement I have made over 54 years.

Senator BOOKER. Okay. Well, I believe that special obligation
that you talk about for Americans to condemn things or attacking
our Constitution or our ideals would obligate you in your own defi-
nition to speak out. When it comes——

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, if I might, I have called out. We had a ter-
rible fellow in Kansas named Fred Phelps.

Senator BOOKER. Sir, I have a minute left in my——

Mr. PoMPEO. And I called him out.

Senator BOOKER. I have a minute left because I do want to give
you a chance to speak about your comments on gay and lesbians.
You said in a speech that “mourning an America that endorses per-
version and calls it an alternative lifestyle” is your words. Is being
gay a perversion?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, when I was a politician, I had a very clear
view on whether it was appropriate two same-sex persons to marry.
I stand by that today, sir.

Senator BOOKER. So, you do not believe it is appropriate for two
gay people to marry.

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I continue to hold that view. It is the same
view for the record that——

Senator BOOKER. And so, people in the State Department, I met
some in Africa that are married under your leadership. You do not
believe that that should be allowed.
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Mr. POMPEO. Senator, we have—I believe it is the case, we have
married gay couples at the CIA you should know. I treated them
with the exact same set of rights

Senator BOOKER. Do you believe—do you believe that gay sex is
a perversion, yes or no?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, if I can

Senator BOOKER. Yes or no, sir. Do you believe that gay sex is
a perversion because it is what you said here in one of your speech-
es

Mr. POMPEO. Senator:
Senator BOOKER. Yes or no, do you believe gay sex is a perver-
sion?

Mr. POMPEO [continuing]. Senator, I am going to give you the
same answer I just gave you previously. My respect for every indi-
vidual regardless of their sexual orientation is the same, and it will
be so if I am confirmed.

Senator BOOKER. So, I will conclude—I will conclude by saying,
sir, you are going to be Secretary of State of the United States at
a time that we have an increase in hate speech and hate actions
against Jewish-Americans, Muslims-Americans, Indian-Americans.
Hate acts are on the increase in our Nation. You are going to be
representing this country and their values abroad in nations where
gays individuals are untold persecution, untold violence.

Your views do matter. You are going to be dealing with Muslim
states and on Muslim issues. And I do not necessarily concur that
you are upholding the values of our Nation when you cannot
even—when you believe that there are people in our country that
are perverse and where you think you create different categories of
Americans and their obligations when it comes to condemning vio-
lence. So, I will have another round, but thank you.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you. Senator Portman. Senator Paul.
Thank you, sir.

Senator PAUL. Thank you. Thanks for your testimony, and
thanks for going through this grueling enterprise and your willing-
ness to serve the country. You discussed with Senator Kaine a little
bit about whether or not the President has the authority to bomb
Assad’s forces or installations in Syria. And you mentioned histori-
cally, well, we have done in the past.

I do not think that is a complete enough answer. I mean, my
question would be do you think it is constitutional. Does the Presi-
dent have the constitutional authority to bomb Assad’s forces? Does
he have the authority absent congressional action to bomb Assad’s
forces or installations?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, as I think I said to Senator Kaine, I am
happy to repeat my view on this. Those decisions are weighty.
Every place we can, we should work alongside Congress to get that.
But, yes, I believe the President has the domestic authority to do
that. I do not think—I do not thin that has been disputed by Re-
publicans or Democrats throughout an extended period of time.

Senator PAUL. Actually, it is disputed mostly by our Founding
Fathers who believe they gave that authority to Congress, and ac-
tually they are uniformly opposed to the executive branch having
that power. In fact, Mattis wrote very specifically. He said, “The
executive branch is the branch most prone to war. Therefore, we
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have with studied care vested that authority in the legislature.” So,
the fact that we have in the past done this does not make it con-
stitutional, and I would say that I take objection to the idea that
a President can go to war when he wants where he wants.

With regard to Afghanistan, some have argued that it is time to
get out of Afghanistan. What do you think?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I think the course of action that President
Trump has taken there is the right one. It is humble in its mission.
It understands that we have been there an awfully long time and
has an objective of leaving, but is not prepared to leave until such
time as we can put America in a position where we can greatly di-
minish the threat to our homeland from terrorism that may ema-
nate from there. And with an effort alongside that which will be
required to achieve that first objective to create—I want to be hum-
ble—more stability in Afghanistan.

Senator PAUL. Well, actually, the President has been very spe-
cific at times on this, and he said it is time to get out of Afghani-
stan. “We are building roads, and bridges, and schools for people
that hate us. It is not in our national interests.” That is a direct
quote. So, the President said it was time to get out. It sounds like
you say it is time to stay. Is that a difference in opinion?

Some here worry that you are going to be too much in agreement
with the President. I actually worry you are going to be too much
in disagreement with the President. One of the things I have liked
about the President is he says it is time to come home, let us de-
clare a victory and come home, but it sounds to me like you are
saying we need to stay.

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, it sounds like I have a Goldilocks problem,
too close, too far, different porridge for each. Senator, the President
also said in the summer at Fort Myer that he was committed to
the mission that I outlined there. That is consistent with what the
Secretary of State has been trying to do diplomatically. It is con-
sistent with what Secretary Mattis has been trying to do by sup-
porting Afghan forces in the country. I believe, and I share the
President’s view, that we have a continued role there.

And while I want to get out in the same way you do—I have
friends who are serving there. I have had friends, as I know you
do, who have been injured—we are not a place yet where it is ap-
propriate.

Senator PAUL. Here is the problem is, are we ever going to be
at that place? I mean, so you have got people, the Administration,
yourself now saying in your written questions back to me that
there is not a military solution. So, we are sending our GIs out
there to risk life and limb when there is no military solution hop-
ing that we—it sounds a little bit like Vietnam, hoping that we get
to a little position, let us bomb the crap out of them to get them
to negotiate, and we will get to a little better negotiation. In the
end it was no better in Vietnam. It was still a disaster in the very
end, and a lot of people wasted their lives in the end for that.

I think that there is no military mission, and when you admit
there is no military mission, it is hard for me to square with your
desire still to stay. And we say, oh, we want to leave, but when?
We have been there 18 years. I think we should declare victory and
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come home. I think we won the battle. We did. We literally did
win. There is nobody left alive who plotted to attack us on 9/11.

I have asked people repeatedly, tell me the names of those left
alive in Afghanistan, in Pakistan, anywhere in the world. We are
now sending people to war who were not even born when 9/11 was.
And every Administration comes, not just Republican, Democrat,
they come and say, oh, well, it is, you know—it just fine. We are
going to keep fighting these wars, and it has something to do with
9/11. No, it has nothing to do with 9/11.

Everybody around the world that is a radical Islamist we now
are at war with because we said, oh, we got permission to go at
9/11. But when you were in Congress, you had a little bit different
position, you know? Your position with Libya was that we should
get authorization. Your position in 2013 was also—you wrote an
op-ed with Tom Cotton saying, well, we should give the President
the authority he needs to go into Syria, not because you were like
me that we should not get involved in another war, because you
were eager to get involved, and you wanted to give the President
to say, please, President Trump, let us go to war in Syria. But I
think we need to think these things through, and we need to not
to be so carte blanche that the Constitution does give just carte
blanche, you know, permission for the President to do whatever he
wants.

Do you think the Iraq War was a mistake?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I was running a machine shop in Kansas
at the time, so I do not have a contemporaneous view that I ex-
pressed.

Senator PAUL. No opinions back then? How about opinions now?

Mr. PomPEO. I may well have had an opinion. But, no, my opin-
ion now is, look, we clearly had—we had bad intelligence. I have
been one of the few CIA directors who has been willing to say we
get it wrong. In spite of all the enormous resources

Senator PAUL. But it is not just bad intelligence

Mr. PoMPEO. But we did—we did have bad intelligence.

Senator PAUL. We did geopolitically the wrong thing. We got rid
of the enemy of Iran. We emboldened Iran. We made it worse. We
brought chaos to the Middle East. We are still suffering the rami-
fications and repercussions of the Iraq War. But your President
said it very clearly. He said that the Iraq War was the single worst
decision ever made. So, once again, I am concerned that you will
not be supporting the President, that you will be influencing him
in a way that I think his inclinations are actually better than many
of his advisors, that the Iraq War was a mistake, that we need to
come home from Afghanistan.

He was against being involved in Syria at many times in his ca-
reer. So, I think he does have good instincts, and my main concern
is that will you be one who will listen to what the President actu-
ally wants instead of being someone who advocates for us staying
forever in Afghanistan, another Iraq war, bombing Syria without
permission. So, this is the advice you will give.

And I guess that is my biggest concern with your nomination is
that I do not think it reflects the millions of people who voted for
President Trump who actually voted for him because they thought
it would be different, that it would not be the traditional bipartisan
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consensus to bomb everywhere and be everywhere around the
world. So, that is my main concern, and I just want to make sure
that that is loud and clear to everyone that that is my concern.
Thank you.

Mr. PoMPEO. Thank you, Senator Paul.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you. Senator Murphy.

Senator MURPHY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Thank you, Direc-
tor. Good to see you. This is an extraordinary article, I believe,
from late last year in the New Yorker that speaks to China’s rise
coinciding with an American retreat from the globe. And I think we
have all seen that as we have traveled the world that the presence
that United States used to have just simply is not there, and other
countries are taking advantage.

This article in part describes a relatively routine meeting of the
WTO in which they were negotiating trade rules for agriculture
and seafood, something the United States used to have a big role
at. It quotes someone in attendance as saying, “For two days of
meetings, there were no Americans, and the Chinese were going
into every session and chortling about how they were now the
guarantors of the trading system.” The article makes the case that
Trump is China’s biggest strategic opportunity.

I have seen this. We have all seen this at multilateral meetings
that we used to see major U.S. Administration presence. There is
virtually no presence, and other countries are taking advantage of
that. What do you think about the scope of our presence at some
of these rule-setting meetings, and what are your plans for the fu-
ture?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, we need to be there. We need to be active.
We need to be capable. We need to be value added. We need to
come prepared to engage and work for America’s interests in these
multilateral discussions that you described. I think this was the
WTO that was in this article. It sounds like we share that senti-
ment.

I could not tell you why we were not there. I do not know if it
was the absence of people or the absence of focus. I view those as
important places to get the international rule of law that is in ac-
cord with our view and not the Chinese in that particular instance.
You have concerns, and I will do my best to make sure that we are
there and we are capable.

Senator MURPHY. I appreciate that answer. I want to get a little
bit of a clarification with respect to an answer that you gave Sen-
ator Menendez at the outset coming back to this meeting with the
President on March 22nd. Senator Menendez asked you whether
there was a discussion about steps you could take to try to frus-
trate the investigation. And you said that “I do not recall what the
President asked me that day.” Is that your testimony that you do
not recall what he asked?

Mr. PomPEO. Yes, and I want to be—I want to be—I do not recall
if he asked anything that particular day. I know the date. I know
the meeting to which you are referring, and I do not have—I do not
recall the specifics. And I have answered every question about that
meeting and others.

Senator MURPHY. I ask the question because it is—because you
answered two different ways. You said, “I do not recall what he
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asked me that day,” but then you also said, “He has never asked
me to do anything that I consider inappropriate.” Those are not
consistent.

Mr. PoMPEO. Those are entirely consistent, Senator. If he asked
me to do something inappropriate, I would remember.

Senator MURPHY. Let me give you another chance at a different
question. Senator Coons asked you in an earlier round whether you
agreed with the President’s characterization of the Mueller inves-
tigation as an attack on America, an attack on all we stand for. I
do not understand why your participation in some of the elements
of that investigation would render you unable to tell us that you
do not believe the investigation is an attack on America or an at-
tack on all we stand for. I do not think it compromises any of the
work that the CIA did or does in that investigation.

So, I think it is—I think it is really—I think it would be really
troubling if you could not say here today that you do not believe
that the Mueller investigation is an attack on America, so I want
to give you a second chance at that.

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, you can give me a third chance. These are
complex legal issues the special counsel is involved in. I have done
my best as CIA director to separate each and every element of that.
There is just—it is—it is a minefield, Senator Murphy, and I want
to be—I want to be on the far side of the line with making sure
that I do not create challenges for the Special Counsel’s Office, for
the two legislative committees that are engaged in this. And so,
with all due respect, I just

Senator MURPHY. I think:

Mr. PoMPEO.—things that relate to the special counsel as where
this about anyway

Senator MURPHY. By refusing to condemn attacks on the special
counsel, I mean, really over the line attacks that are not shared by
Republicans here in Congress, you are frustrating the work of the
special counsel because you are associating yourself with some very
poisonous political attacks.

Mr. PoMPEO. Senator, I have worked diligently myself, and I
have put demands on the team that works for me to go out of our
way to make sure we were delivering for each of those three inves-
tigations. And it is—it is difficult. They have asked for complex in-
formation that was classified. We have shared information that
goes well beyond what has previously been shared, and we have
done so with the aim of ensuring that the special counsel and the
Senate Intelligence and House Intelligence Committee have the in-
formation they need to conduct their investigations. And you
should know we will do that today and tomorrow, and if I am con-
firmed at the State Department we will do it there as well.

Senator MURPHY. In the time that I have remaining, I want to
come back to the authorization question in Syria. You said you be-
lieve that the President has the authority to strike Syrian forces.
What is this—what statutory authorization do you draw on to
make—to come to that conclusion?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I believe that the President has that au-
thority. He certainly has it under Article II of the Constitution.
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Senator MURPHY. What is the limiting factor then with respect
to Article II powers if he can strike Syrian forces with no existing
statutory authorization?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, there are reams of law review articles
written in answer to that very question. It gets—it is a highly fact-
based analysis. There are scores of attorneys strewn throughout
the CIA, throughout the State Department, throughout the White
House, throughout the Justice Department

Senator MURPHY. Well, just give me one limiting—give me one
limiting factor.

Mr. PoMPEO. Yes. Senator, I would—if you go—if you make a
commitment, right? If you make a commitment that would be tra-
ditionally viewed as a classical case for war, then the Constitution
is required. This has been a tussle between the executive and legis-
lative branch for an awfully long time, and you know my views. I
think it was Senator Kaine who said that—coming from the place
that you do on the congressional side have deep respect for what
it is that you all are looking for.

Senator MURPHY. So, normally a limiting factor would be an im-
minent threat or an attack on the United States.

Mr. POMPEO. But there is—there is a definition in the War Pow-
ers Act, right? So, there is a statutory definition that is contained
there as well. I cannot recite it

Senator MURPHY. Well, it is an attack on—it is an attack—the
War Powers refers to an attack on the United States. There has
been no attack on the United States from the Syrian regime, cor-
rect?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, that is correct.

Senator MURPHY. And there is no imminent threat of attack on
the United States from the Syrian regime.

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I am just trying to be very careful. Yes,
I think that—I think that is correct.

Senator MURPHY. I am at the end of my time, but I might want
to follow up on this. I do not think we are to the bottom of this
question yet. Thank you.

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, these are—I am trying to—you are asking
me today to conduct complex legal analysis with

Senator MURPHY. No, ——

Mr. PomPEO.—with legal conclusions. And so, I do—I know it is
important, and so I am trying to do my best. I am at the same try-
ing to make sure that I do not have some statement I made that
I parced the language incorrectly.

Senator MURPHY. No, I understand, but to the extent that there
is not an identifiable constraint on Article II power, then we are
all out of the business of declaring war.

The CHAIRMAN. If I could, I will use another 30 seconds of my
time. I think that even on this committee, there is wide disagree-
ment over that. I know Senator Shaheen and I—I saw her public
statements over the last few days—both agree that the President
has the ability to make surgical strikes. President Obama carried
on for months activities against Libya that I disagreed with on a
policy basis, but he had that authority to do so, at least he claimed
he did.
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So, look, I think this is a subject of debate, and I think it is pru-
dent of our witness to not try to analyze the very details of that.
On our own committee, we would debate that on both sides of the
aisle at length. But I thank you for having this conversation, and
I look forward to the follow-up.

Senator Barrasso.

Senator BARRASSO. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Director Pompeo,
congratulations on your nomination. Thank you for your service to
the Nation. Thanks for coming by and visiting with me, taking the
time to discuss the critical issues of national security. And I concur
completely with you and the presidential authority to use military
force in Syria. And I wanted to stay with Syria for a few moments
if I could because what we have seen, Assad has continued to use
chemical weapons killing thousands, and most recently it sounds
like another attack a few days ago. Reports emerged from the re-
gime killing men, women, children outside of Damascus, another
terrible chemical weapons attack.

How would you suggest that the U.S. hold Assad and the regime
accountable for its use of chemical weapons?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, if I may, I would prefer not to—this is a
live discussion, one that as intelligence director I am actively a
part of. So, I would prefer not to talk about plans and intentions
with respect to how it is or whether it is that the United States
intends to respond to the most recent use of chemical weapons by
the Assad regime.

Senator BARRASSO. Moving to a different topic, you and I had a
chance to discuss Russia and how it uses energy as a weapon, a
geopolitical weapon. And Putin continues to use Russia’s natural
gas to extort, to threaten, to coerce our allies and our partners
overseas. While we have been working our allies with energy secu-
rity and diversification, Russia continues to attempt to expand its
near monopoly over European energy supplies with the construc-
tion of the Nord Stream II pipeline.

On March 15th, I led a bipartisan group, 39 senators, sending a
letter to both Secretary Mnuchin and Secretary—the Deputy Sec-
retary of State Sullivan opposing the pipeline. We all agree. We re-
quested the Administration utilize all the tools at our disposal to
prevent the construction of that pipeline. I think it is going be—
have a detrimental effect on European energy security, and it
would further reinforce Russia’s influence on that region.

So, as Secretary of State, I ask could you utilize all the tools at
your disposal, including the Countering America’s Adversaries
Through Sanctions Act, to ensure that the Nord Stream II pipeline
is never built? And, you know, how do you view energy security of
our allies and partners in Europe as important to our own national
security?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, actually, while there is definitely risk
here, I actually view this as an enormous opportunity for the
United States and for others as well. If we—if we can achieve a
condition where Russia has less capacity to turn off natural gas
pipelines or to create risk and threats to our allies and to our
friends around the world, we will—we will have reduced the risk
to the United States of America and to those countries greatly.
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And so, I look forward to being part of the discussion about Nord
Stream II in particular to make sure that there are alternatives
there that are in the West’s best interests and not in Vladimir
Putin’s best interests.

Senator BARRASSO. And then turning to Iran, they continue to be
a threat to the United States, to Israel, to the international com-
munity. Iran is the world’s largest state sponsor of terrorism. They
are financing terrorist groups around the world. And a lot of it has
to do with massive influx of cash that Iran received from the Iran
nuclear deal, and they are continuing to support destabilizing ac-
tivities in the region. There is incredible amounts of evidence of
that.

I think the United States has to enforce and impose sanctions on
Iran for what they are doing with arms trafficking, with terrorism,
the development of ballistic missiles. So, if you would visit a little
bit about how you plan to respond to Iran’s illicit activities, includ-
ing what they are doing to support terrorism, and arms trafficking,
and missile developments.

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, the President has laid out a strategy to
push back against each of those elements of threat to America that
you have described. Maybe focus just on sanctions for a moment.
There are still more arrows in the quiver. There is more work to
do there. As CIA director, we have been part of providing the intel-
ligence so that we can target those sanctions in the right way, we
understand who it is and who is moving weapons around the world,
and who is engaged in the malign activity which we are trying to
stop. But ultimately those designations are placed by Treasury and
State, but the intelligence community has big a role. I have been
part of it. We got a big team working on it. We will continue to,
and I am—if I am confirmed I will be part of that.

I will tell you that the other element of that is also a diplomatic
task. It is important when America places sanctions. It is really
powerful when we get out partners to do it as well, when we can
share the burden that comes with placing sanctions because Ameri-
cans cannot trade in those places. And when we can share that
burden and truly create global prohibitions on trading with the en-
tities we designate, we have the most likelihood—the greatest like-
lihood of achieving the outcome we are looking for.

Senator BARRASSO. And could I turn briefly to North Korea and
the nuclear program there? You know, last month President Trump
agreed to meet with the North Korean, Kim Jung Un. You know,
the United States, I believe, should be engaged in talks if they're
not just for the purpose of talking. So, I think we should only be
engaged in credible opportunities to discuss the denuclearization of
North Korea. So, it is also important that you guys continue to
pressure this regime, imposing sanctions, conducting joint military
exercises, keeping the regime fully aware of the consequences of
their actions.

So, could you talk about if you believe there is a scenario in
which North Korea would actually dismantle its nuclear weapons
pﬁogrgm, and, you know, how maximum pressure might work
there?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, the historic analysis is not optimistic. That
is, it has—it is almost a talisman that there is not enough coercion.
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There is not enough capacity for Kim Jong Un to make the decision
to give us up his nuclear weapons arsenal. I hope that that talis-
man is wrong, and that is the effort that we have been engaged in.

Your point about the sanctions, I think, is relevant. I have had
a chance to talk to a whole handful of people who were involved
in the agreed framework, the Leap Day deal, the six-party talks.
In each case, America and the world released their sanctions too
quickly; that is, we did not have the verifiable irreversible deal
that we hope that we had had. And in each case, the North Kore-
ans walked away from that deal.

It is the intention of the President and the Administration to not
do that this time, to make sure that before it is the case, as we
did with the JCPOA, before we provide rewards, we get the out-
come permanently, irreversibly that it is that we hope to achieve.
It is a tall order, but I am hopeful that President Trump can
achieve that through sound diplomacy both personally and through
the offices of the United States State Department.

Senator BARRASSO. And the final question with regard to human
rights, the rule of law. I appreciate your opening statement and the
comments about your commitment to human rights around because
if we do not, who will. You know, as Secretary of State, your com-
mitment to promoting and protecting these important principles
across the globe I think are key, so I appreciate your comments.

Mr. PomPEO. Thank you, Senator Barrasso.

Senator BARRASSO. Thank you. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you, sir. Senator Merkley.

Senator MERKLEY. Thank you very much. Earlier it was noted
what an oath of office involves, and as you know, you have taken
it several times, to support and defend the Constitution of the
United States against all enemies, foreign and domestic. Recently,
President Trump has talked about a domestic enemy, saying that
the execution of a search warrant by the U.S. law enforcement au-
thorities on Michael Cohen’s office constitutes an attack, and I
quote, “attack on our country in a true sense.” Do you agree with
the President’s evaluation that that is an attack on our country?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I have always believed that the rule of law
matters. I continue to believe that. Multiple times individuals have
asked me to comment on statements that others have made,
friends of mine have made, adversaries of mine have made, those
who are coming after me. Today what I want to talk about is the
things that I believe. I believe deeply in the rule of law and will
continue to do so.

Senator MERKLEY. And do you think that the rule of law does en-
able appropriate warrants to be executed to this?

Mr. PoMPEO. Oh, yes, sir, absolutely?

Senator MERKLEY. Thank you. Turning to North Korea, John
Bolton said it is perfectly legitimate for the U.S. to respond to the
current necessity posed by North Korea’s nuclear weapons by strik-
ing first. Secretary of Defense Mattis had a different view saying
that war with North Korea would be catastrophic. Do you lean
more? towards John Bolton’s view or Secretary of Defense Mattis’
view?

Mr. PoMPEO. I lean more closely to the President’s view, which
is to continue the pressure campaign, to build a coalition, a diplo-
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matic coalition around the world, to put pressure on Kim Jong Un
such that we can achieve the United States goals without ever hav-
ing to put one of our young men or women in harm’s way.

Senator MERKLEY. Does the President have the constitutional au-
thority to conduct a first strike on North Korea without authoriza-
tion from Congress?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, again, I am not going to comment on hypo-
thetical situations or complex legal matters.

Senator MERKLEY. Well, you have done so before back a while
when the question was in regard to committing resources in Libya.
You put out a statement regarding a letter to Barack Obama in-
forming him that the Administration would be in violation of the
War Powers Resolution unless either authorization from Congress
is obtained or the military withdraws operations from Libya by
Sunday, June 19th. And then you commented and you said specifi-
cally, “The country—that country, Libya, does not pose a threat to
the United States, nor do we have vital interests there.” Did you
believe as you said then that there is a constitutional limitation on
the ability of the President to conduct war without an authoriza-
tion from Congress?

Mr. POMPEO. Yes.

Senator MERKLEY. Thank you. In that context, not so long ago
there was a lot of discussion that in regard to Syria, if President
Obama put troops on the ground in Syria without constitutional
authorization, it would constitute a foundation for impeachment.
We had members of the Senate, including members of our Armed
Services Committee, members of the House, and I will quote. Rep-
resentative Walter Jones said, “No President’s, Democratic or Re-
publican, should have the authority to bypass the Constitution or
the will of the American people.” And he said, “If one of our troops
goes to Syria and is killed, I will introduce articles of impeach-
ment.”

So, at that time of that discussion, did you share the view that
for President Obama to put troops on the ground Syria would be
a violation of the Constitution?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I do not recall if I did or if I made a state-
ment with respect to that at that time. I simply do not recall.

Senator MERKLEY. But just to clarify, in the case of Libya, you
did see that there was a line being crossed.

Mr. PoMPEO. Oh, yes, Senator, I believed that.

Senator MERKLEY. The argument at that point was that under
our NATO mutual defense and NATO action, but you still felt that
did not give the foundation for action in Libya.

Mr. POMPEO. Yes, Senator. I believed what I think you described
as a letter, not a statement. I believed what I said in that state-
ment.

Senator MERKLEY. It is an issue of great concern here on the
boundaries, and certainly I think some of your earlier caution
about Presidents exceeding their constitutional authority is caution
that we would like to hear in your role as Secretary of State. It is
often a case when make the journey down Pennsylvania Avenue,
the War Powers in the Constitution granted to Congress seem to
be forgotten. Will you—will you not forget those constitutional de-
lineations of responsibilities?
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Mr. PoMPEO. Senator, I promise you that. I will—I will take—
I will take equal consideration in the same way I did that day in
2011 as I have done as the CIA director, and if I am confirmed as
Secretary of State I will continue to do that.

Senator MERKLEY. John Bolton noted that it was legitimate for
the U.S. to respond to the current necessity posed by North Korea’s
nuclear program by striking first. Do you agree with that?

Mr. POMPEO. I am sorry. Might you repeat it?

Senator MERKLEY. John Bolton argued that it is legitimate for
the U.S. to respond to North Korea’s nuclear weapons program by
striking first. Do you agree with that?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, again, I do not want to wade into a hypo-
thetical about under what conditions it might be appropriate or not
appropriate. We are a long ways from that. We are working dip-
lomatically to get the right outcome in North Korea.

Senator MERKLEY. John Bolton argued that Cuba was developing
biological weapons, and it was appropriate for the United States to
go to war against Cuba. Did you agree with him on that?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I am not going to—his words speak for
himself.

Senator MERKLEY. No, it speaks for him, but he is not here.

Mr. POMPEO. Tell me what the question is.

Senator MERKLEY. You are here. I am asking your opinion.

Mr. PoMPEO. I am deeply aware of that. I am sorry, Senator,
might you ask—there is a factual predicate there about Cuban and
weapons?

Senator MERKLEY. Did you agree with Bolton’s viewpoint that we
should go to war with Cuba?

Mr. PoMPEO. No, Senator.

Senator MERKLEY. How about——

Mr. PoMPEO. I have not at any time stated that I believe we
should go to war with Cuba.

Senator MERKLEY. How about in regard to his belief that Hus-
sein had hidden weapons of mass destruction and we should go to
war with Iraq?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I think—I may not have expounded suffi-
ciently. I have read the history. The intelligence community had
that assessment—was incorrect about its assessment at that time.

Senator MERKLEY. I will just note, the reason I am asking you
these questions is there is a lot of concern in America, and a lot
of people are paying attention to this hearing. And they are asking
the fundamental question, are we assembling a war cabinet of John
Bolton and Mike Pompeo that are going to result in devastating
consequences, bypassing Congress’ authority in regards to the use
of military force, and perhaps engaging in another poorly thought
through mistake like our war on Iraq that has resulted in a huge
loss of American lives, a huge loss of American resources, enormous
instability including Iran developing an enormous track of influ-
ence from Iran, through Iraq, through Syria, to Lebanon and
Yemen.

And people want to know whether or not your views are close
enough to Bolton’s in his advocacy of force in virtually every situa-
tion, that we are going to have a very dangerous arrangement on
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the key two advisors to the President of the United States. If the
chair will indulge, can you just answer that?

The CHAIRMAN. I really will not. I really will not. We are getting
ready to start a second round.

Senator MERKLEY. Well, Mr. Chairman, many people have gone
significantly over their time, and I am still just within 1 minute.

The CHAIRMAN. Well, since you are begging, go ahead. [Laugh-
ter.]

Senator MERKLEY. Not begging, considering fairness.

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I am sorry, might I get you to reframe the
question or ask the question one more time. I apologize.

Senator MERKLEY. Yes. Many people in America

The CHAIRMAN. You heard the question. Just answer it. Are you
forming a war cabinet?

Mr. PomPEO. Yes, Senator. I have been part of this Cabinet. 1
have watched it thoughtfully deliberate about all of these things,
and I can tell you every day at the—at the forefront of our mind
is how can we find solutions that avoid us—that achieve the Amer-
ican objective, but avoid us having to put a single American harm’s
way. You have my commitment that as the Secretary of State or
if I continue as the CIA director, that I will continue to hold that
in the forefront of my mind.

Senator MERKLEY. Thank you.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you. Thank you very much. Senator
Portman.

Senator PORTMAN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Director Pompeo,
thank you for your willingness to step up and serve again. I imag-
ine it is hard to leave the CIA after only 15 months given your ten-
ure there which was successful and where you developed a lot of
close relationships. But you are taking on a new task, and it is a
different task. You know, CIA is primarily an organization that in-
forms policymakers. Now you are going to be a policymaker.

And I think you have got a good background to do so. I enjoyed
our meeting. I have enjoyed getting to know you over the years. We
have talked about some tough issues, and we talked about soft
power. And, you know, kind of to the suggestions that were made
here today that as a guy with your background, particularly your
military background, do you really believe in diplomacy and soft
power.

And, you know, you have got a pretty impressive background.
You were on the House Intelligence Committee. You were number
one in your class at West Point. You also went to Harvard Law
School—I will not hold that against you—and you were magna cum
laude, Harvard Law School. But you did serve in the military. You
served as a cavalry officer patrolling, as I recall, the Iron Curtain
at the time. And so, I guess my question for you is, because there
have been suggestions that you would be too quick to turn to mili-
tary options. How would you respond to that?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I said this, or at least—I cannot recall if
I read it this morning, but it was certainly in my opening state-
ment. There are few people like soldiers who appreciate diplomats
and good diplomatic work. You train. You prepare. You want—you
want very much to be prepared if America calls upon you, but you
are counting on the fact that there will be diplomats around the
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world resolving these challenges, pushing back on these conflicts,
preventing the very activity for which it is your are training and
preparing. And so, as Secretary of State, you have my commitment
that I will endeavor to do that.

Senator PORTMAN. Do you know who you sound like? You sound
like Colin Powell.

Mr. PomPEO. I will take that as high praise.

Senator PORTMAN. Yeah. Well, look, for those who wonder can
you be a military officer and also be a good diplomat, I think he
is someone who proves the point. Highly regarded at the State De-
partment. Combat officer like yourself. Someone who had a strong
military background, and he was very effective at the diplomacy
part and of managing the Foreign Service as well.

And something you and I talked about a lot in our meeting was
your management approach. And I told you I thought that our mo-
rale problem at the State Department was real and that we needed
a fresh start there. I enjoyed working with Secretary Tillerson. I
think his lack of appointees being confirmed by this body was one
of the problems, but for whatever the reasons, there is a morale
problem. And I am not going to ask you to repeat what you said
to me in private, but I was encouraged because you talked about—
you did not talk about that drill sergeant list. You heard that today
because I have been—I have been listening as well today. But you
did in our meeting talk about the respect you have for the Foreign
Service and your belief that you cannot just improve that morale,
but get people motivated, feeling like they are important and make
a difference.

There was a lot of talk about Libya today and your views then.
There was talk about Syria today and what is going on in terms
of the decision-making. Let me broaden this a little bit and ask
about something that our committee is struggling with right now,
which is this notion that we have an AUMF, the authorization for
the use of military force, that dates back to 2001 and 2002, and has
not been updated. How do you feel about that? Do you think we
should update the AUMF?

Mr. PomMPEO. I do, Senator. And if I may elaborate, I actually
was part of a team on the House side some years to—that worked
on that, worked on that with the White House. We were not ulti-
mately able to be successful. I do believe that it is important that
we achieve that, that we have a new set of leaders in the United
States Congress who also provide that authorization. I think the
one that we have works. I think it provides the authorities that the
President needs today, but I would welcome working alongside you
to achieve, I think you used the term “refreshed,” AUMF.

Senator PORTMAN. Well, I think it is very important. You know,
honestly, I do not think it is inappropriate to say that some in the
Administration have not been as forthcoming to try to get to a deci-
sion here because a number of us believe that it ought to be flexible
as to reach and as to groups. We do believe the President inherent
authorities within the Constitution and as commander-in-chief that
need to be respected. But it is just not tenable to say we are relying
on an AUMF that goes back to 2001. That was, you know, 17 years
ago, so we would like to work with you on that.
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In our meeting, we talked about how Russia and other countries,
China included, have pursued extensive disinformation and propa-
ganda campaigns. And I think we are kind of missing out on that
both on the diplomatic front with the State Department and on the
military front. People call it the new hybrid threat. It is kinetic, it
is military, but it is also disinformation. And other countries have
figured that out, and most of them, like Iran, and Russia, and
China, and others, are using North Korea—using disinformation in
a very sophisticated way.

It was not just about election, which I believe the Russians did
meddle in our election, and I think it is well beyond that. And by
the way, it happened before, and it is going to happen after unless
we do something about it. These operations use a range of tools—
cyberattacks, hacking, troll farms, go on social media. They fund
useful think tanks, political organizations. Senator Murphy and I
have done a lot of work on this, and we have legislation, as you
know, to set up this Global Engagement Center to really give it the
personnel and the funding it needs to be able to push back.

I would like to know your views on that, and specifically do you
agree with me on the severity of the threat that is posed by foreign
government propaganda, disinformation, to U.S. interests and to
our allies?

Mr. PoMPEO. Yes, I do. Senator, I think it is a real threat, one
that has been underappreciated for years now. It has become
cheaper, faster, less attributable, so its power has increased, the
capacity for malign actors to use these information tools in ways
that they just did not have available them 20 or 40 years ago. It
also makes stopping it more difficult and requires a more com-
prehensive effort.

We have had a small role at the Central Intelligence Agency at
pushing back against it, and I know that there has been lots of talk
about the Global Engagement Center. And in the event that I am
confirmed, I promise you I will—I will put excellent Foreign Serv-
ice officers, excellent civil service officers on the task of developing
out that capability and using it in a robust way.

Senator PORTMAN. Well, I am encouraged to hear that. And as
you know, we have made some progress recently getting some
funds there and starting it up. Will you commit to helping imple-
ment this in an aggressive way, including ensuring we have the
right staff there to be able to pursue this critical mission?

Mr. PomPEO. I will, Senator Portman.

Senator PORTMAN. I just got back from Ukraine, and I see I just
have a minute and a half left based on what everybody else took,
so I will take it. [Laughter.]

Senator PORTMAN. I just got back from Ukraine, and as you and
I talked about, Ukraine unfortunately is ground zero for what is
going on with regard to disinformation, but it is beyond that. I was
out at the contact line and saw the military activities as well. Do
you support the continuation of providing defensive lethal weapons
to the Ukrainians so they can defend themselves?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I do.

Senator PORTMAN. Do you pledge that the United States while
you are Secretary of State would never recognize the annexation of
Crimea?



72

Mr. PomPEO. Yes, Senator, I will fight to make sure that that
does not happen, and obviously it will be the President’s decision.
But, yes, I think it would be completely inappropriate to do that.

Senator PORTMAN. And do you believe sanctions on Russia im-
posed because of its aggression in Ukraine should remain until
Russia implements the terms of the Minsk cease fire agreement,
halts its aggression?

Mr. PoMmPEO. I do, Senator.

Senator PORTMAN. Thank you, Mr. Director.

Mr. POMPEO. Thank you, Senator.

Senator PORTMAN. And thank you, Mr. Chairman, for your indul-
gence.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you. We are beginning the second round
now. There will be 5 minutes. And I have not heard from Mary
Alice, so are you ready:

Mr. PomPEO. Might we take just 5 minutes, Senator?

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, sir. We will take—we will take a 5-minute
recess and convene again at 1:40. Thank you.

Mr. PomPEO. Thank you. [Recess.]

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you. We will begin our second round.
With that, Senator Menendez.

Senator MENENDEZ. Mr. Chairman, before I begin my time, I
have received a number of letters from members of Congress and
a variety of groups expressing their views about Director Pompeo’s
nominations. I would like to introduce these letters into the record.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection.

[The material referred to above is located at the end of this tran-
script, beginning on page 282.]

Senator MENENDEZ. Director, I want to go back to my first line
of questioning. And, you know, for me, all of these hearings, wheth-
er it be about a witness on a subject or a nomination, and certainly
for a nomination to the Secretary of State, which is the fourth in
line to accession to the presidency, is super important. And when
I asked you about the March 22nd, 2017 meeting, your first answer
to me was—I am reading directly from the transcript—“I am not
going to talk about the conversations the President and I had.”

Mr. PomMPEO. Mm-hmm.

Senator MENENDEZ. Then when I pressed you further, you said
you did not recall. “I do not recall what he asked me that day pre-
cisely.” Now, that seemed to be going from I had a conversation,
I know what the conversation was about, but I am not going to talk
about it, to that I do not recall it now what was asked. And then
you gave a blanket conversation that you have never been asked
to do anything wrong or improper. Well, if you do not want to talk
about it and then you cannot remember it, I do not know how you
jump to that conclusion. So, it is concerning to me because we need
a Secretary of State who will be forthright with us and who will
be forthcoming as well.

Let me ask you this. Let me turn this picture up for you. On
April 4th this picture was taken. Can you tell me what is wrong
with the photo?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, you will have to help me.

Senator MENENDEZ. Okay.
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Mr. PomPEO. I have seen this picture before or a similar before.

Senator MENENDEZ. I would hope you could tell me what is
wrong, but here, I will give it to you in the interest of time. What
is wrong is that the United States of America is not there. What
is wrong is that Iran, Russia, and Turkey, supposedly a NATO ally,
who is purchasing an S-400 missile system from Russia in con-
travention of the mandatory sanctions that this institution passed
98 to 2 and is law. Turkey is supposed to be our NATO ally who
is fighting the same Kurds that we have depended upon to defeat
ISIS. These three leaders are engaged in the question of what to
do about Syria, and the United States is not even present.

So, what is the implications, for example, for our ally, the State
of Israel, if a Russia, Turkey, Iran alliance is unchallenged in shap-
ing the outcome of Syria?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I largely agree with the predicate of your
question. We need to have a robust diplomatic effort related to the
very set of issues you are describing. They were there for the pur-
pose of discussing what was—how they were going to carve up
Syria. That is a rough statement of their mission, but that is what
they were for. The American people need to be represented at that
table so that we can be part of that conversation.

Senator MENENDEZ. So, what is our strategy?

Mr. PoMPEO. Senator, I will walk you through what we are try-
ing to accomplish in Syria. It is difficult. I will concede it is incred-
ibly complex, and Turkey’s entry into Afrin took an already incred-
ibly complex situation and put another twist in the cartwheel. So,
if you will bear with me.

We have the primary mission that we have been engaged in to
defeat ISIS. We did so using a group of men who did great work,
and we took the caliphate down, and we ought to be proud of it.
There is still work to do. That mission is not yet complete.

Senator MENENDEZ. The next element of it. I need you to be pre-
cise because the chairman, even though I asked for a longer period
of this questioning like we did with Secretary Tillerson, is going to
be rapping that gavel.

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, to talk about Syria strategy in 2 minutes
is an enormous challenge.

Senator MENENDEZ. Just give me the elements of the strategy.

Mr. POMPEO. So, the—so the other objective is to achieve a diplo-
matic outcome such that there is more stability. We can take down
the violence, and so this is a diplomatic task so that we get to a
place where the Syrian people can ultimately govern themselves.
And our goal is to make that a post-Assad Syria one day. It is a
very difficult thing to accomplish.

Senator MENENDEZ. Let me move to another part nearby in the
world, Iran. Is it in the United States’ national security interest to
unilaterally withdraw from the Iran agreement without a strategy
for what comes next?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I am confident that whatever course the
Administration takes, we will have a strategy.

Senator MENENDEZ. So, you are answering, yes, it is in the na-
tional security interest to withdraw because you will have a strat-
egy. Is that what your answer is?
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Mr. PoMPEO. Is in the national security interests that no matter
which course we take on, we should develop a strategy to achieve
the objectives that I think we all share to prevent Iran from having
a nuclear weapon.

Senator MENENDEZ. If the President unilaterally withdraws from
the JCPOA in May, what does the Administration intend to do?
What will you be recommending in terms of reinstituting the pre-
JCPOA sanctions on Iran and on those countries who engage with
Iran?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, there is an active policy discussion around
all of these issues about how this will proceed in the next 30 days
and the days thereafter. The objective is very clear. The objective
is to fix the shortcomings of the Iran deal. That will be true on May
11th, May 12th

SeI;ator MENENDEZ. But does that mean snapping back sanc-
tions?

Mr. POMPEO [continuing]. May 13th.

Senator MENENDEZ. Does that mean snapping back sanctions?

1 Mr. PoOMPEO. Senator, I do not want to speculate on what we will
0.

Senator MENENDEZ. You know, I will tell you what a nominee
should do, Director. You want me to put my faith in you, but I can-
not do that blindly. I have to have some sense of what you will be
advocating even if it is not what the President decides. Is it to put
back sanctions? Does the sanctions depend upon whether the Euro-
peans are going to be in sync with us? And if we are not and we
put back sanctions, are they going to ultimately come along with
us, or are they going to reciprocate and say we are going to put
sanctions and tell our companies not to do it? And if we do not
snap sanctions back, are we nothing but a toothless tiger?

See, these are the critical questions that I am looking to under-
stand what you will advocate for. And it is not that you come as
a candidate here who has not had dealings with this issue because
in a different context as the CIA director, you have had dealings
with this issue. So, that is why I am trying to glean here, and I
am not getting it from you

Mr. PoMPEO. I have, Senator. I have had dealings with it, Sen-
ator, and I have had at the deep urging of some avoided being part
of the policy discussions around this. As you will know, some have
critiqued me for entering those discussions too much. So, with your
permission, it is hard to hypothesize about what the conditions will
be in May and how close we may be to achieving the President’s
objective through diplomacy to speculate on how we might respond.
It is just—it is difficult. I know that is what you are asking me to
do, and I simply—I cannot—it is a hypothetical situation about
which we still have a number of facts that are unavailable.

Senator MENENDEZ. Well, I was asking you for a strategy, not
goals. And I do not think that a strategy is one that invades the
space that you presently occupy with the space you hope to occupy.
And so, it would just make it a lot easier for me when I have to
vote on you to understand what you will be advocating for.

The CHAIRMAN. Senator Gardner.

Senator GARDNER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Director Pompeo,
thank you again for your testimony. I think you have an incredible
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job today challenging us and also being forth—being very forward
in your answers. And I appreciate that today, and it will serve you
well as Secretary of State, and I look forward to supporting you.

There has been some news that was made while you were in the
testimony earlier today President Trump. I think he has directed,
according to news reports, Ambassador Lighthizer, along with
Larry Kudlow, to open up the new possibility of reengaging in the
Trans-Pacific Partnership. And so, leading into this question on
China, the national security strategy released in 2017 says “China
and Russia challenge American power, influence, and influence at-
tempting to erode American security and prosperity. China seeks
to displace the United States in the Indo-Pacific region, expand its
reaches of state-driven economic model, reorder the region in its
favor. China is using economic inducements, penalties, influence
operations, and implied military threats to persuade other states to
heed its political and security agenda.”

I talked earlier about the clear militarization of the South China
Seas. I talked about the fact that they are now conducting, or at
least planning to conduct, live fire exercises in the Taiwan Straits,
Straits of Taiwan. Can you talk about this, perhaps including even
TPP, how that can counter China’s influence and what we need to
do to make sure that we have a policy toward China?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I was—that news was news to me, but I
have—I have watched the Administration, and my record was
clear. I supported TPP when I was a member of Congress. There
is an economic—there is an economic component to what China is
trying to do. We need to be engaged. There is a diplomatic compo-
nent to the economic activity as well. We need to be deeply engaged
there. And I am confident this Administration will do that.

Senator GARDNER. Thank you, Director Pompeo. Talking a little
bit about Southeast Asia and our challenge right now, how many
fighters right now from Southeast Asia do you think are in Syria
today?

Mr. PoMPEO. How many?

Senator GARDNER. How many Islamic fighters from Southeast
Asia do we estimate are in Syria?

Mr. PomMPEO. Senator, I do not recall the number. There are
many.

Senator GARDNER. And have we seen those go and return to
Southeast Asia as well?

Mr. PoMPEO. We have.

Senator GARDNER. And how is our coordination with those South-
east Asian nations—Philippines, other places—in terms of terms
addressing, monitoring, and combatting as they move back?

Mr. PoMPEO. Without giving too much detail, it is better in some
places than in others. But much as we do with our European part-
ners and our partners in the Middle East, we do our best to track
these terrorists as they move around the world so that we can to-
gether identify ways to prevent them from conducting their terror.

Senator GARDNER. The fighters that may have been in Southeast
Asia went to Syria and then returned. Do we know if any of them
were involved in the incidents in Mawari?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I do not recall sitting here today.
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Senator GARDNER. Thank you. In relation—in regards to Taiwan,
the Taiwan Travel Act signed into law March 18th, 2018, I sup-
ported that, commend the President for signing that. Do you agree
with the policy provisions, and just at what level would you author-
ize State Department personnel to visit Taiwan?

Mr. PomPEO. I do not know the answer to that. I am familiar
with the act. I am familiar with America’s One China policy
through communication, and I think there were six assurances. So,
I know American policy. I know what is there. With respect to the
level of appropriate authorities, I just need to look at that and,
frankly, turn to the professionals at the State Department to help
give me guidance before I opine on that issue.

Senator GARDNER. And would you support regularized arm sales
to Taiwan?

Mr. PomPEO. I think it is important, much as America has done
for quite some time, frankly under both—every Administration, Re-
publican, Democrat alike, that we provide the arm sales necessary
consistent with that—consistent with that One China policy.

Senator GARDNER. Yeah, and should we invite Taiwan to U.S.-
led multilateral exercises, RIMPAC in Hawaii, Red Flag in Alaska?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I do not know the answer to that.

Senator GARDNER. Okay. And obviously, I want to turn a little
back again to North Korea, if you do not mind. Does North Korea
present a nuclear proliferation threat?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, one of the things that is talked about too
little, we talk about the missile systems. We talk about delivery.
We talk about risks to the homeland. To the extent the capacity,
the nuclear capability, the technology, and the capacities that
North Korea has continue to exist, they present an enormous pro-
liferation threat throughout the world. They have demonstrated
that through history, and there is no reason to think, absent us
being successful, they will stop their proliferation.

Senator GARDNER. Does that currently include Syria?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I cannot speak to that.

Senator GARDNER. Do you know if North Korea provided any of
the elements, tools, supplies, to Syria that could have been a part
of the recent gas attack in Syria?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I cannot speak to that.

Senator GARDNER. Just quickly, what are your plans at the State
Department for the cyber position, the cybersecurity position?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I have not done—had the org shown to me.
I have not seen the whole speed on that. I have not given a great
deal of consideration to people filling particular positions.

Senator GARDNER. Thank you.

Mr. PoMPEO. I can—I can only say that every element of govern-
ment has a piece of cyber duty. One of the challenges is that it is
so deeply divided that we do not have a central place to do cyber
work. At the CIA we have been—we have spent a great deal of re-
sources. I hope we have delivered value on our cyber efforts. I
would hope to do the same thing at the State Department.

Senator GARDNER. I just look forward to working with you on
that. I think it is an important element of what the State Depart-
ment can carry out. Thanks, Mr. Chairman.
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The CHAIRMAN. I will note he has an outstanding gentleman
named Rob Strayer who is there now who not only has dealt with
homeland security issues, but foreign policy issues. And I know he
is working, in essence, right below that position now. He has done
an outstanding job on your behalf. You should know that. Senator
Cardin.

Senator CARDIN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Let me—tomorrow
Vice President Pence will be heading to Peru for the Summit of the
Americas. I had a chance to meet with him with some other mem-
bers of our committee. The theme of the conference is on how
democratic governments deal with corruption, and I mention that
because you have been very strong at this hearing on protecting
American values, our democratic principles, et cetera.

Corruption corrodes democratic institutions. This committee has
passed out legislation that would task the State Department to es-
tablish rankings for countries in fighting corruption, similar to
what we do in trafficking in persons. But there is always resistance
within the State Department for more work being given to them.

Do we have your commitment that anti-corruption is so impor-
tant that we need to have an effective means of using our influence
in other countries through our development assistance, et cetera, to
develop the anti-corruption tools to fight corruption?

Mr. PoMPEO. Yes, Senator. I promise not to complain about
workload.

Senator CARDIN. I appreciate that. I take that as a—I really do.
As you know

Mr. POMPEO. At least publicly, Senator, I promise not to com-
plain about it. [Laughter.]

Senator CARDIN. Thank you. This committee has also been in the
forefront of providing the executive tools to deal with human rights
violators from the Magnitsky statute to the Global Magnitsky stat-
ute. We have gotten really good cooperation from both State De-
partment and Treasury on implementing the Magnitsky statutes.
Do we have your assurance that you will work with us?

It is a cooperative effort between the Congress and the Adminis-
tration to identify human right violators that are not being held ac-
countable in their own country so they cannot take advantage of
our banking system or visiting our country. Do we have your assur-
anc;zs that you will work closely with us in implementing that stat-
ute?

Mr. PomPEO. Those are both—both the Magnitsky Act itself and
the Global Magnitsky Act are powerful tools. You have my commit-
ment we will work to use those tools to the full capacity that the
State Department can.

Senator CARDIN. I thank you for that. On the budget for your De-
partment, we have seen the Administration, primarily through
OMB, come in with dramatic cuts to the State Department’s budg-
et. We need a champion in the State Department, and I heard you
say you would ask for the resources you need. I heard you say that.
One of the other problems we have had is there have been appro-
priated funds that have not been spent. Do we have your assur-
ances that you will follow the direction of Congress on how we es-
tablish priorities, and when we establish a priority through the
budget, you will carry out those priorities?




78

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I have a lawful requirement to do so.

Senator CARDIN. I thank you

Mr. PoMPEO. And I have seen this from both sides as a member
of Congress, and now I have seen it in the executive branch. I
know—I know the rules. You have—I will try to make sure that
I am doing so in a way that delivers value, right? But, yes, you
have my commitment that I will work towards doing that.

Senator CARDIN. And that happened in Russia. It happened in
regards to us providing a way to defend against their propaganda,
and the State Department did not take the money that we pro-
vided. It was authorized by us and the appropriators put the
money in the budget, and we had a hard time getting it spent.

You obviously know a lot more information than any of us do in
regards to Russia as far as intelligence information. But can you
acknowledge publicly that Russia was involved in our 2016 elec-
tions?

Mr. POMPEO. Yes, sir.

Senator CARDIN. I appreciate that. And then I want to get to a
topic that you and I talked about in my office, and that is torture.
And I am going back to your prior hearing, but I want to take it
from a little bit different point of view. If confirmed as our top dip-
lomat, torture is one of the major issues that we talk about in glob-
al human rights. And if you give a dictator any room on torture,
on the definition of “torture,” they will use it with impunity.

And, yes, I have confidence in our professionals and how they go
about getting information. But if there is any ambiguity on
waterboarding or issues that are clearly within the purview of
being abused for interrogation, it leads to the erosion of global
human rights in regards to people who are under custody. So, can
you just clarify for me how you would as Secretary of State be clear
as to America’s commitment against torture?

Mr. POMPEO. Senator, I will, and I have 15 months of data that
you can take a look at in terms of—I had a very similar question
asked of me when I was being confirmed as the CIA director. Tor-
ture is illegal. It is never permitted. And today the techniques, one
of which you mentioned, are unlawful. Today there are limits on
that, legal limits that came from Congress and were signed by a
President. At the CIA and at the National Security Council table,
I have not heard anyone seek to undermine that particular piece
of legislation. We have—we are all committed to that.

Senator CARDIN. Mr. Chairman, if I could, I would like to com-
pliment the nominee for giving concise answers. It is refreshing to
have a person who really answers our questions.

The CHAIRMAN. You could compliment him, not me, if you wish.
While we are on the issue of human rights that Senator Cardin
b